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We take great pleasure in presenting our readers with 
an account of the proceedings of the annual meeting of 
the Commercial Law League of America, held at Mil- 
watkee on July 30 to August 4, inclusive. _ 

In consequence of the preparation of this supplement 
the present issue has been somewhat delayed, but we trust 
that the excuse will be considered sufficient. Lack of 
space has necessarily compelled us to publish the ad- 
dresses in a somewhat abridged form, but we venture to 
hope that this defect will not prevent our readers from 
finding the record well worthy of perusal. 








The United States Supreme Court, on adjourning 
recently for the summer, left three hundred and four 
cases undisposed of on its docket. The same number 
were left undisposed of on its adjournment for the sum- 
mer last year. Three hundred and seventy new cases 
were filed during the term just finished, and in exactly 
the same number of cases the court heard arguments or 
accepted briefs. 

‘ad * * * 

The High Court at Kimberley is said to have decided 
that a tenant who had to leave his premises during the 
siege owing to military order was not liable for payment 
of rent during that time. If this is true, it is certainly a 
most remarkable reversal of well established precedents. 
In the old case of Paradine v. Jane (Allyn’s Reports) the 
Court of King’s Bench held that a lessee was liable for 
rent although Prince Rupert had expelled him from pos- 
session of the demised premises. This authority, so far 
as we are able to learn, has pretty generally been followed. 

* * * 

A Fall from Grace.—Our serious-minded but esteemed con- 
temporary, The American Lawyer, which has taken occasion 
aforetimes to animadvert upon the undue levity of Law Notes, 
is itself waxing facetious in its old age. To convince the in- 
credulous we quote the opening paragraph of the June number: 
“We are informed and believe that Colonel Gardiner is now 
wearing a monocle.” There it stands at the head of the edi- 
torial columns, scintillating and dazzling the eyes of the be- 
holder. Some dull persons may contend that this jeu d’esprit is 
not properly classed as humorous, but after careful and consci- 
entious consideration we feel justified in stoutly asserting it to 
be the cleverest, most delicious bit of humor that has lightened 


the mirthless gravity of The American Lawyer within the 
memory of man.—Law Notes. 


Well, well, well! “Mirthless gravity” is good. And 
to think that although an “Obiter Dicta” column is not 
among our cherished possessions, we actually imagined 
that from time to time we were infusing a modicum of 
gaiety into the dull routine of legal journalism. True, 
most of our efforts have hitherto been concentrated upon 





our worthy fellow citizen, Colonel Gardiner. It seemed 
to us that there the field for humorous display was very, 
very large, though we have endeavored to be duly funny 
on all proper and legitimate occasions. Ah, well, pride 
goeth before a fall! Our self-esteem is indeed shattered, 
and the cheerful task remains of sorting out the frag- 
ments. No more will our columns contain what our 
Northport friend qualifies as a “jeu d’esprit.” We 
abandon the field and leave him to follow out his specialty. 
Only let him beware! In return for his “jeu d’esprit” 
we respectfully refer him to the French proverb wherein 
wit is compared .to a coquette, “those who the most 
eagerly run after it are the least favored.” 
x = * 


To a Toronto judge belongs the honor of having 
fixed the legal status of ice cream. Sunday observance 
laws are pretty strict in that city, and the question arose 
on the prosecution of a restaurateur, charged with the 
heinous offense of having “dispensed” ice cream on the 
Sabbath day. The court took the view that the delicacy 
in question must be regarded as food and discharged the 
defendant, saying: “I am satisfied from the evidence the 
defendant was carrying on, strictly and exclusively, his 
business as a victualler. * * * I am of opinion, 
under all circumstances of the case, that supplying the 
constables with ice cream was supplying a refreshment 
in the nature of a light meal, in the ordinary course of 


his eating-house, and was not an offense under the stat- 
ute.” 
© * * 


And, speaking of Canadian justice, would it not be 
well to note the recent cases of “The Queen v. Dullman, 
Nolin and Walsh, the Welland conspirators? Says the 
Canada Law Journal: “The very serious crime by which 
the prisoners sought to destroy one of the great public 
works of the Dominion took place at 7 P. M. on April 
21st. The same evening at 9 P. M. they were arrested 
and lodged in jail. Evidence was rapidly gathered and 
sifted, and within ten days the preliminary examinatioqn 
before the magistrate took place, thirty-five witnesses be- 
ing examined at the three sittings. On May 14th the 
prisoners were committed for trial. The indictment for 
the offence for which the prisoners were charged was pre- 
sented to the Grand Jury on the 23d of May, and a true 
bill found. On the morning of the Queen’s birthday 
(which, by the way, the presiding judge, Chancellor 
Boyd, said “Although a holiday was an appropriate day 
to do the Queen’s business”) the case was called, and 
within one hour the jury panel was selected and the trial 
begun. During the first day the evidence of thirty-three 
witnesses was taken between 11.30 A. M. and 7 P. M. 
On the second day the case was finished, the judge’s 
charge being concluded at 6 P. M. At 6.35 the jury 
brought in a verdict of guilty against all three prisoners. 
By 6.45 the prisoners were sentenced to the penitentiary 
for life, and within a few hours were removed to their 
present abode at Kingston.” 

* * * 


James B. Dill, the corporation expert, recently made 
the following observations, which are worth repeating: 

“The great bulk of the work of the profession has 
been turned into industrial creation and adjustment, and 
very often the counsel is as good a business man as his 
clients. A knowledge of law has, therefore, within the 
last thirty years, become the side-arms of certain classes 
of captains of industry. Every good business man knows 
a good deal of law. Specialism has split it up into a half 
dozen or more divisions, and a lawyer who is now able to 
master more than one sort of practice is a genius. The 
profession has lost nearly all of its old esthetic, ostenta- 
tious attractions. The civil law pays a practitioner so 
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much more than the criminal law does that it attracts the 
ablest men. Juries and courts no longer-care for elo- 
quence. 

“Yes, law is business, and if the young man wants to 
practice it, the sooner he makes up his mind to do so 
with an eye single to some particular branch of it, the 
better lawyer will he become. Commercial or industrial 
law is most profitable. Some years ago I wanted to prac- 
tice this law. My two partners would not consent. We 
separated. They are doing a practice of about $6,000 per 
year each, while I am doing ten times as much or more.” 

* *« # 

Would it not be well for some judges to bear in mind 
the case of Ridgway vs. Wharton. (6 H. L., 238)? 

Here Lord Chancellor Cranworth, sitting in the 
House of Lords, in an appeal from a decision of his own 
in the court below, came to the conclusion that the judg- 
ment rendered was erroneous, and expressed himself 
thus: 

“* * * TIT wish to begin by stating that, in my opin- 
ion, on the point as to the Statute of Frauds, I came to a 
wrong conclusion, and | think it infinitely better to state 
that at once than to do that which would not be creditable 
to the judge, and certainly would be extremely incon- 
venient to the public, to try to explain away and make 
out distinctions where distinctions do not really exist.” 

Whereupon Lord Brougham said: “I must, in the 
first place, express my very great satisfaction at the can- 
did manner in which my noble and learned friend has 
dealt with the case as regards the change, or, at least, the 
modification of his opinion since he heard the case in 
the court below. I would that all judges showed equal 
candor, and that if anything happened to alter their opin- 
ion, they would state, as he has done, fairly and openly 
and in a manly manner, their change of opinion, and not 
attempt to maintain, at the expense of the law as well as 
of the suitors, their own apparent consistency against the 
facts, the result of which has been a good deal of bad 
law to be found in our books, and not a little delay in 
rectifying errors, which ought in the first instance to have 
been set right, instead of being delayed, sometimes year 
after year, with the intention of making it appear that 
they had not originally fallen into mistakes, to which all 
mortals, judges as well as others, are liable.” 








WARRANTY AS TO THE AUTHENTICITY OF 
ANCIENT MANUSCRIPTS—A RECENT 
DECISION. 





Ives vs. Ellis (N. Y., 50 App. Div., 399) is a case of 
interest, though more because of its peculiar facts than by 
reason of the principle involved. 

It seems that upon his return to Spain from his first 
voyage across the Atlantic, Columbus wrote to his patron 
and friend, Luis de Sant Angel, a letter describing the 
voyage and what he saw. This letter appears to have been 
printed at once for distribution, according to the methods 
used at that time. Few copies are extant, and they are of 
great value. 

The plaintiff alleged in the complaint that in March, 
1890, the defendants sold him a book purporting to be one 
of such copies, and “represented and expressly warranted 
to plaintiff that the said book or document was a printed 
copy typographically produced from movable types, and 
not mechanically reproduced by photography, lithog- 
raphy, engraving or other reproductive process, and that, 
‘relying upon said representation and warranty, and be- 
lieving the same to be true, plaintiff purchased said book 
or document, and paid to defendants therefor the agreed 
price of £900 sterling.” He alleged that the representa- 
tions and warranty were not true in fact, that the book 





a 
was not a printed copy produced typographically }, 
means of movable types, but that it was made by som 
reproductive process, and that such fact was not Obvioys 
or patent, and was not known to the plaintiff at the tin, 
of the purchase, and that the book was worth two dollars 
and fifty-five cents. Judgment was demanded for the dij. 
ference between the price paid and the sum of two dollars 
and fifty-five cents. 

The defendants admitted the sale at the price namej 
but denied any representation or warranty or reliance oj 
the plaintiff thereon ; they alleged that the sale was mag, 
in good faith; that no material fact within their know. 
edge or information was withheld; that no statement o 
representation was made which was not absolutely try. 
to the best of their knowledge, information and belief. 
that the plaintiff examined and inspected the book, and re. 
lied thereon and upon his own knowledge; that the de. 





| fendants had no knowledge or information that the book 


was a counterfeit or was not produced by typography: 
that it was not a counterfeit; that its value was not less 
than the price paid, and that the value of the book had 
been lessened by the acts of plaintiff discrediting its genv- 
ineness. 

The issues thus framed came on for trial, and the jury 
found a verdict for the defendants. From the judgment 
entered thereon and an order denying his motion for a 
new trial, the plaintiff appealed. Judge Goodrich, in his 
opinion affirming the decision of the lower court, took 
occasion to say as follows: 


“It is settled doctrine that where there is neither ex- 
press warranty nor fraudulent representation as to the 
quality or goodness of an article sold, the vendor is not 
bound to answer except under special circumstances, and 
that the rule of caveat emptor applies. (2 Kent's Com. 
*478; Seixas v. Woods, 2 Caines, 48.) In the Seixas 
case, which related to wood sold and purchased “as bra- 
zilletto wood,” Thompson, J., reviewed the authorities 
and said (p. 52): “From an examination of the decisions 
in courts of common law, I can find no case where an 
action has been sustained under similar circumstances: 
an express warranty or some fraud in the sale are deemed 
indispensably necessary to be shown. In the case of 
Chandelor v. Lopus (2 Cr. Rep. 4), in the exchequer 
chamber, it was decided that an action of trespass on the 
case would not lie for selling a jewel, affirming it to bea 
bezoar stone, when in truth it was not, unless it be al- 
leged that the defendant knew it was not a bezoar or he 
warranted it to be such. And, in the case of Springwell 
v. Allen (2 East, 448, in note), it was adjudged that the 
scienter or fraud was the gist of the action when there 
was no warranty.” (Accord, Welsh v. Carter, 1 Wend. 
185.)” 

“Mr. Benjamin, in his treatise on Sales (§613), reviews 
the authorities, and quotes from Pasley v. Freeman (31. 
R. 51), where Buller, J., speaking of Crosse v. Gardner 
(Carth. 90) and Medina v. Stoughton (1 Ld. Raym. 
593), said (p. 57): “It was rightly held by Holt, C. J. 

* * * and has been uniformly adopted ever since, 
that an affirmation at the time of a sale is a warranty, 
provided it appear on evidence to have been so intended. 
Benjamin adds that “a decisive test is whether the ven- 
dor assumes to assert a fact of which the buyer is igno- 
rant, or merely states an opinion or judgment upon 4 
matter of fact of which the vendor has no special knowl- 
edge, and on which the buyer may be expected also to 
have an opinion, and to exercise his judgment. In the 
former case there is a warranty, in the latter not.” This 
intention is a questicn of fact for the jury. (Id. §610.) 

The court cited the case of Power v. Barham (4 Ad. 
& El. 473). Here, in a bill of parcels, the vendor said 
“four pictures, views of Venice, Canaletto,” (sic) and tt 


=ae79 


ceraocnaonae sz 














his 








ot 







































THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


34! 








—— 

was left to the jury to determine whether the vendor meant 
that the pictures were the genuine works of Canaletti. 
Another case upon which the decision was based was 
that of Jedwine v. Slade. (2 Esp. 572.) Here it was held 
that “The putting down the name of an artist in a cata- 
logue as the painter of any picture is not such a war- 
ranty as will subject the party selling to an action, if it 
tus out that he might be mistaken, and that it was not 
the work of the artist to whom it was attributed.” 

Lord Kenyon said, it was impossible to make this the 
case of a Warranty; the pictures were the work of artists 
some centuries back, and there being no way of tracing 
the picture itself, it could only be matter of opinion 
whether the picture in question was the work of the ar- 
tist whose name it bore, or not. What, then, does the 
catalogue import? ‘That, in the opinion of the seller, the 
picture is the work of the artist whose name he has af- 
fixed to it. The action in its present shape must go on the 
ground of some fraud in the sale. But if the seller only 
represents what he himself believes, he can be guilty of no 
fraud. The catalogue of the pictures in question leaves 
the determination to the judgment of the buyer, who is 
to exercise that judgment in the purchase. 

Lord Denham, Ch. J., distinguished the Power case 
from the Jedwine decision by the suggestion that Cana- 
letti was a comparatively modern painter, of whose works 
it would be possible to make proof as a matter of fact, but 
that this would not be possible in the case of very old 
painters, and that, therefore, the assertion was necessarily 
amatter of opinion. 

“Applying this doctrine,” says Judge Goodrich, “to 
the case at bar, it is very clear that the plaintiff is seeking 
to recover upon an allegation that, although the defend- 
ants did not, in terms, make an express warranty, they 
made a positive affirmation of the fact that the book was 
a typographically printed work of the fifteenth century. 
Passing the fact that there is neither claim nor suggestion 
that the defendants made any fraudulent assertion, the 
plaintiff seeks to enforce what may be termed a warranty 
of an opinion. It is not possible in the nature of things 
to prove absolutely that the work is a typographical 
work printed four centuries ago. The most that can be 
proved, and that only inferentially and bv the opinion of 
experts, is that it is not a typographical print at all. But 
this is merely the opinion of experts against experts ; and 
the plaintiff must fail because he has offered no evidence 
to show, and has not shown, that the defendant Ellis 
really did not hold the opinion that the work was what 
the plaintiff says he represented it to be, even assuming 
that the plaintiff’s evidence as to representation is to be 
credited against the contradiction of Ellis. The court, 
under the authorities, would have been justified in dis- 
missing the complaint or directing a verdict for the de- 
fendants.”” 


RESTRAINTS UPON ADMISSION TO THE BAR. 








The Supreme Court of Tennessee has recently distin- 
guished itself by holding that women are not entitled to 
admission to the bar. ‘This by a divided tribunal, Judges 
Wilkes and Caldwell dissenting. 

Ohio, as well as a number of other States, does not 
permit any individual under 21 to practice law. The rea- 
son why we single out Ohio is because two young men of 
that State have recently passed a successful examination, 
but were not admitted to practice because of minority, al- 
though they will be “sworn in” when they have attained 
twenty-one. “Such incidents,” says a Columbus paper, 


“have previously occurred in Ohio, but are not frequent.” . 


If these two facts do not furnish an excellent text’ for 
a sermon anent the absurdity of our laws relative to ad- 
mission to the bar we fail to see what may. 





ro A. 





The decision of the Tennessee Supreme Court comes 
with particularly bad grace from a State notoriously lax 
in such matters, which permits worthy persons having a 
certificate from an educational institution of standing 
(and this is construed to mean practically any institution 
at all),-to be sworn in as an attorney and counsellor, 
without further examination. Now, it is scarcely prob- 
able that women, as a general rule, will take up the prac- 
tice of law. There are, of course, isolated instances; 
probably not over fifty in the United States. A notable 
case is that of a Western firm, composed of a mother and 
two or three daughters, we don’t recall the exact number. 
Here in New York there are probably not over half a 
dozen practicing members of the bar of opposite sex. At 


the risk of being forced to meet a charge of want of 
gallantry, we are compelled to say that it has always 
been our opinion that women are not particularly quali- 
fied, by reason of their temperament, to practice as attor- 


neys and counsellors. Women, as a general rule, are 
too much swayed by sentiment and not enough by logic 
to practice the most logical of all professions. However, 
be that as it may, this statement is simply obiter. They 
are entitled to be “sworn in” as attorneys should they 
choose to make the practice of law their life work. We 
do not know upon what grounds the Supreme Court has 
rendered its decision. Probably, in view of the Ten- 
nessee law, no other could have been given. If this is 
the case, the sooner a change is made in the statutes of 
that State the better. 

In an address recently delivered by Miss Pettus, a 
member of the Washington Bar, before the Social Sci- 
ence Association, the speaker said: “Women appeared 
before the courts of ancient Rome in some instances, al- 
though the privilege was soon taken from them, but long 
before the Christian era Deborah sat as a judge in Israel. 
In Spain and Italy, in the middle ages, women filled pro- 
fessors’ chairs, in letters and in law, lecturing in the great 
universities and receiving doctors’ degrees in law. Of 
her recent progress Austin Abbott said: “The earliest 
dates accessible in the field of law are that lowa Univer- 
sity admitted them in 1868, Michigan in 1869, Boston 
Law School in 1872, California in 1873, Missouri in 1880 
and Illinois in 1890, and other States in quick succes- 
sion, while in our great Western States the law schools 
from their foundations have been open to women stu- 
dents.” 

“In the Empire State Cornell led the way in 1888, but 
New York University followed in 1890, and has gradu- 
ated fifty women with the degree of bachelor of laws, 
ten of whom have taken later the master’s degree. _Illi- 
nois has the largest roll of names of women admitted to 
her bar, for eighty-seven women lawyers have come from 
that State.” , 

In New York there is the Women’s Lawyers’ Club, in 
3oston the Pertia Club, in Chicago the League of Women 
Lawyers. 

Is there any adequate reason why the age limit 
should be placed upon, would-be attorneys? We have 
no intention at this point to quote instances of pre- 
cocity. Pitt was probably the best example of how suc- 
cess may be attained despite the hideous crime’of being a 
young man. There are many attorneys who are alto- 
gether too fond of arising in court and alluding to the 
arguments “of my young friend,” though it will probably 
be found that such individuals have usually but little to 
count on beyond their age. Undoubtedly a young man 


has not that learning which only age and consequent ex- 
perience can bestow, but this fact alone is scarcely suffi- 
cient to prevent his being admitted to practice a profession 
the duties of which by passing the regular examination, he 
has proved himself worthy to exercise. 
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THE TRUE MEANING OF “JURISDICTION” IN 
DIVORCE SUITS. 
{ —_—— 

A recent New Jersey decision re the force and effect 
to be given to a foreign decree of divorce is that of Felt 
vs. Felt. Here the Court of Errors and Appeals cer- 
tainly overthrows a well established doctrine. The deci- 
sion in this case, per Gummere, J., held that (quoting 
from the syllabus), “Interstate comity requires that a de- 
cree of divorce pronounced by a court of the State in 
which the complainant is domiciled, and which has juris- 
diction of the subject-matter of the suit, shall, in the ab- 
sence of fraud, be given full force and effect, within the 
jurisdiction of a sister State, notwithstanding that the de- 
fendant does not reside within the jurisdiction of the 
court which pronounced the decree, and has not been 
served with process therein; provided that a substituted 
service has been made in accordance with the provisions 
of the statute of that State, and that actual notice of the 
pendency of the suit has been given to the defendant, and 
a reasonable opportunity afforded to put in a defense 
thereto; and provided, further, that the ground upon 
which the decree rests is one which the public policy of 
the State in which it is sought to be enforced recognizes 
as a sufficient cause for divorce.” 

The question was one hitherto unpassed upon in New 
Jersey, and the case seems to have been decided the case 
as one of novel impression. 

In the course of the opnion it was observed: “What 
force and effect will be attributed to a decree of divorce 
rendered in a court of a sister State, where the jurisdic- 
tion of the court rests solely upon the domicile of the com- 
plainant, and where the defendant, being a non-resident, 
is brought into court by publication and the service of no- 
tice outside the jurisdiction, is a question of first impres- 
sion in this court. It will not be denied that the pres- 
ervation of good morals and a proper regard for social 
relations make it desirable that such a decree should be 
considered valid not only in the State where it is pro- 
nounced, but in every other jurisdiction, provided the 
grounds upon which it is based are recognized in such 
jurisdiction as justifying the decree. By it the matri- 
monial relation of the husband and wife is terminated in 
the State in which it is rendered. Within the boundaries 
of that State a marriage afterwards contracted by either 
oi the parties with a third person is entirely valid. So, 
tco, sexual relations between the former husband and 
wife, within that jurisdiction, subsequent to the entry of 
the decree, are illicit, unless sanctioned by a new mar- 
riage. But, if the decree is without extraterritorial force, 
the entire status of both parties is reversed as soon as 
they pass beyond the limits of that State. A subsequent 
marriage to a third person within that State then becomes 
void, and the relations of the parties to it become adul- 
terous; while sexual relations between the parties to the 
decree, which are meretricious if indulged in within that 
State, become matrimonial again when indulged in with- 
out its borders. A condition of the law which makes the 
intercourse of a man and woman either legitimate or 
adulterous, as they happen to be within the limits of one 
State or another, is not to be tolerated any further than 
is plainly required by public policy.” 

“That the public policy of New Jersey does not re- 
quire that recognition should be refused to a decree of 
divorce rendered by a court of a sister State, because the 
defendant had her domicile in another State, and was not 
within the jurisdiction of that court, seems to me plain. 
State policy, when determined by the legislature, con- 
trols the judicial branch of the government, and the 
Legislature of New Jersey, by vesting in our court of 





== 
vincula, resident complainants from non-resident defeng, 
ants, after obtaining jurisdiction over the latter by py) 
lication and notice served out of the State upon, or maile 
to the postoffice address of, the latter, has, it seems to m 
declared what our policy in this regard shall be. That} 
was intended by the Legislature that decrees of divorce y 
rendered should be valid in every jurisdiction, so far » 
it had the power to make them so, goes without saying. 


‘and it cannot be conceived that it was intended that ye 


should refuse to accord to the decrees rendered in th 
courts of our sister States against non-resident defenj. 
ants, who have not submitted themselves to the jurisd. 
tion of such courts, the efficacy we claim for our ow 
when liable to the same objection.” 

Personally we disagree with the learned Justice. Ny 
so much upon expediency, but upon a question of logic 
How does a foreign court ever manage to acquire try 
jurisdiction of a person who was neither served with pre. 
ess within the State nor formally appeared in the suit by 
attorney? Conceding, of course, that such jurisdiction 
was obtained in so far as the State rendering the decre 
was concerned, yet this was purely and simply because of 
an arbitrary provision of statute, and not through any in. 
herent power which the Court had. Publication and mai. 
ing declared sufficient by statute alone cannot of then- 
selves confer a jurisdiction which should be conceded 
elsewhere. Suppose the defendant never really knows oj 
the proceeding, because of the fact that he never actually 
received the notice. Yes, going still farther, suppose he 
actually receives notice while out of the territory oj 
the State in which the action is brought. Are aj 
his rights to be deemed forfeited? Or is he to be con- 
pelled to attend before a distant court and seek to have 
its judgment reversed? Under this decision the courts of 
one State are permitted to arbitrarily fix the status of ar- 
other’s citizens. The fact that the cause for which divorce 
was granted happens to be recognized in New Jersey has 
nothing whatever to do with the case. 

The question is,.of course, a mooted one, and the 
States are not altogether harmonious. At the same time 
we are disposed to contend that the law of New York, 
as declared in Atherton v. Atherton (82 Hun. 179), is 
alone sanctioned by logic and equity. 

Here a wife left her husband, who resided in the State 
of Kentucky, and went to and resided within the State of 
New York. An action was subsequently commenced by 
the husband within the State of Kentucky to procure a 
divorce under the statutory law of that State on the 
ground oi abandonment, in which the wife was not per- 
sonally served with process within the State of Kentucky, 
nor did she appear in the suit nor in any way consent 
thereto nor do any act which would give the judgment 
binding force in New York. Held that the judgment 
was wholly inoperative within the State of New York, 
not binding upon the wife nor did it constitute a bar to 
her right to maintain an action for a separation agains 
her husband in the State of New York in case he person- 
ally appeared in an action brought therefor in that State. 


“TREND OF LEGISLATION IN THE UNITED 
STATES.” 


Under the above title a most interesting article has 
recently been published under the auspices of the Univer 
sity of the State of New York. The author is Robert 
Harvey Whitten, Ph. D. The purpose of the monograph 
was to sketch the general trend of recent legislative at- 
tion from a sociologic standpoint. Under the head of 
“Sunday Observance” the author calls attention to the 
fact that not until 1893 was it lawful in New Jersey 1 











clancery sole jurisdiction over the subject of divorce, 
and then authorizing it to render decrees divorcing, a 


publish or sell newspapers, to sell and deliver milk or t0 
walk, ride or drive for recreation. In Connecticut recres 
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tion was unlawful until 1897, and only during the past 

r has that State passed a law permitting the running 
of electric cars on Sunday. In the Western States gen- 
erally a more liberal policy has prevailed from the start. 
Arizona, Idaho and California have no Sunday laws. 
California repealed its Sunday laws'in 1883, but ten years 
later passed an act on humanitariari rather than religious 

ounds, making it unlawful for an employer, except in 
cases of emergency, to cause his employes to work more 
than six days in seven. “It is being practically recog- 
nized,” says Dr. Whitten, “that rest does not necessarily 
involve either suspended animation or the use of an an- 
esthetic, but merely a change of activity; the great vital 
processes of transportation and communication and the 
registering of social sensations through the public press 
must go on if social vitality and consciousness are to be 
kept up.” 

Discussing legislation relative to liquor traffic, the state- 
ment is made that State prohibition of the liquor traffic 
has, during: the past fifty years, existed for a time at least 
in seventeen States, but has now been abolished in all but 
five sparsely settled and distinctly rural States: Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Kansas and North Da- 
kota. A number of States have passed laws permitting 
the local governments, cities, towns or counties, by popular 
yote to prohibit the liquor traffic within their own borders, 
and in these States numerous rural communities have so 
yoted. In order to reduce the evils of the liquor traffic 
by taking it out of private hands, and in order to secure 
to the State all profits from the traffic, the State dispen- 
sary system has been evolved. This system, which pro- 
vides for the sale of liquor through public agents, was 
first established at Athens, Ga., in 1889, and was adopted 
by South Carolina in 1892. South Dakota repealed its 


prohibitory law in 1896 and adopted a constitutional 


amendment in 1898 for the manufacture and sale of 
liquors exclusively under State control by salaried agents, 
but the legislature has as yet refused to enact the neces- 
sary legislation to put the dispensary system in operation, 
and has submitted to popular vote, in November, 1900, 
the question of the repeal of the dispensary amendment. 
Alabama has passed an act permitting cities, towns and 
counties to establish dispensaries. 

The most interesting laws sociologically, however, and 
those most pregnant for the future, are the ones which 
seek to treat inebriety as a disease and to give to each 
child a scientific knowledge of the physiological results of 
alcoholism. A Massachusetts act of 1889 established a 
State hospital for dipsomaniacs and inebriates, and pro- 
vides that arly inebriate may be committed to this insti- 
tution for a period of two years in the manner provided 
for the commitment of the insane, and may be released on 
parole as soon as considered cured. Nine other States 
have enacted somewhat similar legislation. 

In all but seven States and Territories the teaching of 
physiology and hygiene, with special reference to the na- 
ture of alcoholic drinks and other narcotics and their ef- 
fects on the human system, has been made a required 
study in all public schools. Though such laws often go 
to extremes and require the waste of much time in teach- 
ing distorted facts, and though the scientific method 
would be to teach phyisology and hygiene thoroughly but 
without special reference to any particular phase of the 
subject, the idea behind the plan, namely, the substitu- 
tion of intelligence for physical force in the battle against 
intemperance, is certainly a great step in advance and in 
line with the ultimate solution of the problem. 

Practice of Professions and Trades.—It is rapidly 
being recognized practically that government officers and 
employes form but a small part of the number that are 
Teally in the public service. Government is confused with 





the social state, while in reality it is but one of many 
organs for the attainment of the ends of the social state. 
Governmental employments are public, because they inti- 
mately affect the general welfare, but many so-called pri- 
yate employments affect the general welfare in equal 
measure. ‘This is practically recognized in the numerous 
laws rapidly being adopted for regulating admission to 
the practice of law, medicine, dentistry, pharmacy and 
veterinary medicine and providing for the exami- 
nation and licensing of embalmers, barbers, horse- 
shoers, engineers, electricians and public account- 
ants. For admission to the bar twenty-one States 
and Territories require an examination in all cases, 
sixteen require either the approval of a law diploma 
or an examination, and in the remaining eleven ad- 
mission is governed by the rules of the court. For ad- 
mission to the practice of medicine twenty-nine States 
and Territories require an examination in all cases, and 
the remaining, with the exception of Kansas, the approval 
of a medical diploma or an examination by a duly quali- 
fied board. For dentistry twenty-three States require an 
examination in all cases, and the others, except Wyom- 
ing, the approval of a dental diploma or examination by 
a duly qualified board. For pharmacy seventeen States 
require an examination in all cases, and the remaining 
States and Territories, except Arizona and Nevada, a 
diploma, examination or certification of some kind. For 
veterinary medicine five States require an examination 
in all cases and seven a diploma, examination or certifica- 
tion of some kind. Beginning with Virginia in 1894 ten 
States have passed laws for the examination and licens- 
ing of embalmers, and beginning with Minnesota in 1897 
five States have provided for the examination and licens- 
ing of barbers. New York and Pennsylvania have re- 
cently made provision for the examination and certifica- 
tion of public accountants. 

As to Labor Legislation——In factory laws and labor 
legislation generally the statutes of “Massachusetts have 
usually been in advance of those of other States, just as 
those of England have been in advance of those of Massa- 
chusetts. New York and Pennsylvania have also been 
leaders. It was in these three States that laborers were 
first brought together in large workshops; it is here that 
population is most dense, industrial conditions most com- 
plex and the means of betterment through organization 
and political pressure most effective. As manufacturers 
have developed in other States formerly almost exclusive- 
ly agricultural and the conditions in the older States have 
been reproduced in the newer States of the West, the laws 
developed to meet those conditions in the older States 
have been gradually adopted in the newer or industrially 
less advanced States. * * * The sweating system 
has developed chiefly in the larger cities, particularly 
New York, Boston, Philadelphia and Chicago ; and it was 
in the States containing these cities that the attempt was 
first made to regulate it. At present there are laws on 
the subject in Massachusetts, Connecticut, New York, 
New Jersey, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Indiana, 
Michigan, Illinois, Wisconsin and Missouri. 

Defectives and Dependents——During the past cen- 
tury a broad humanitarian spirit has done much to alle- 
viate the condition of the defective and dependent classes. 
At the opening of the nineteenth century the system of 
outdoor relief, with its abuses and pauperizing tenden- 
cies, played a much more important role than at present; 
there were few almshouses and many localities farmed 
out their poor to various families or to a single individual, 
usually the lowest bidder. At present this inhuman cus- 
tom has been almost entirely abandoned. It is in the care 
of destitute and neglected children, however, that the 
greatest progress can be noted. At the opening of the 
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century destitute children were cared for with adult pau- 
pers by the contract system, in almshouses, by outdoor 
relief, or were bound out as apprentices. The only publi- 
orphan asylum was located at Charleston. Moreover, 
there was, it seems, no provision for the rescue and care 
of neglected children growing up under evil influences. 
With practically no attempt at prevention, children were 
left to grow up to swell the ranks of paupers and crimi- 
nals. Now many States have provided excellent sys- 
tems for the education and support of dependent children 
and others have made considerable progress in this direc- 
tion, but in nineteen States the old methods still prevail. 
Almost all the States now practically recognize the ne- 
cessity for State interference in the case of children who, 
by reason of the neglect, crime, drunkenness or other 
vices of parents, are suffered to grow up without salutary 
parental control or under evil influences; and a number 
of States have provided special institutions for their care. 
Child-saving is one of the most hopeful features of the 
contest against poverty and crime. 

We have thought best to employ the author’s own lan- 
guage as the best method of expressing his meaning con- 
cerning the reforms which have been recently made along 
sociological lines. He certainly writes in a most optimistic 
strain. His article, however, illustrates another phase of 
modern jurisprudence as to which he preserves silence. 
That is the increase of the paternalistic theory—the idea 
that the State is to be all-in-all to the citizens thereof. The 
principle of such acts as the Sunday laws (when consid- 
ered from a humanitarian and not from a religious stand- 
point), liquor laws and Jaws regulating the practice of 
embalming, etc., may be carried to excess. The forego- 
ing may be eminently proper pieces of legislation. Carried 
far enough, they result in the sumptuary acts of the 
Edwards. Gen. Charles F. Manderson, President of 
the American Bar Association, in an address be- 
fore that body in 1899, said: “We bid fair to become a 
government by boards, bureaus and commissions, if their 
increase, so marked for some time past, and particularly 
in the last year, is to continue. A horde of office-holders, 
usually serving for a salary, but sometimes paid by fees, 
has been called into being to examine, inspect, license and 
regulate. With physicians, milk vendors, dentists, bar- 
bers and embalmers undergoing examinations and receiv- 
ing diplomas before they can come in contact with us, it 
would seem as though we are safely guarded from the 
cradle to the grave. The cost is great, for these boards 
and officers, with their deputies, office force and necessary 
assistants, running into many thousands the country over, 
require an immense sum for their maintenance. The ad- 
ditional patronage given to the Governors of States and 
Mayors of cities is large, and some might see in that great 
increase of chances to reward for political favor, some 
lurking element of danger. But the compensation for 
cost and danger is that our corpus is to be scientifically 
cared for in life and our corpses artistically preserved in 
death. I am glad to report one instance of economy in 
our much needed inspection. In Missouri the office of 
Inspector of Watermelons, created in 1895, in each coun- 
ty in the State, has been abolished. But I regret to re- 
port that in the same State a Beer Inspector has been 
created to examine that alleged non-intoxicating bever- 
age and pronounce, after appropriate trial, upon its 
merits.” 

Several articles treating of the subject of too much 
government have recently appeared in magazines, notably 
one by Hon. David B. Hill in the March number of the 
North American Review. Lack of space forbids any- 
thing like a discussion of the question, and it only re- 
mains to ask whether it would not be well if our legisla- 
tures, Rip Van Winkle like, could be made to peacefully 
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slumber for a score of years, until the community hag 
recovered from the effect of their activities. 








CAN AN ACTION FOR CONSPIRACY bp 
BROUGHT WHERE A DEBTOR’S PROp- 
ERTY HAS BEEN FRAUDU- 
LENTLY DISPOSED OF? 


Field v. Siegel, a Wisconsin case, reported in 47 
L. R. A. 433, denies the right of a general creditor to 
maintain an action for conspiracy of the debtor and other 
persons to dispose of the debtor’s property, provided there 
was no fraud in the creation of the debt. Here the credj- 
tor appears to have adopted a new method for the pur. 
pose of satisfying his claim. It is elementary to say that 
there is in reality no such thing as an action for con- 
spiracy. The suit is upon the tort committed, and the 
conspiracy element is only resorted to for the purpose of 
bringing in other defendants who, it can be shown, were 
arties to the general scheme to injure the plaintiff, 
The ground for the decision in the case at bar was that 
no damages to the plaintiff had been shown that differ 
from the damages to all the creditors, that if one creditor 
could recover another could also. Hence the party co- 
operating in the fraudulent disposal might be liable several 
times over. Besides, the real damages suffered by plaint- 
iff by reason of the acts of defendant were only a chance 
of recovering the debt, and are too remote and specula- 
tive. 
Cassoday, J., in his opinion took occasion to consider 
a number of decisions, as follows: 


“The adjudications are not all in harmony. The Massachu- 
setts cases are to the effect that no such action can be main- 
tained. Thus, it was held many years ago that “an action on 
the case for fraud of the defendant in purchasing personal 
property of the plaintiff's debtor, and aiding the debtor to ab- 
scond in order to prevent the plaintiff from enforcing payment 
of his debt by attaching the property.or arresting the body of 
the debtor, cannot be sustained; but the proper remedy is 
either to attach specifically the property fraudulently trans- 
ferred, or to attach it in the defendant’s hands, by the trustee 
process.” Lamb v. Stone, 11 Pick. 527. To the’ same effect, 
Wellington v. Small, 3 Cush. 145, 50 Am. Dec. 719; Bradley v. 
Fuller, 118 Mass, 239; Dudley v. Briggs, 141 Mass. 582, 55 Am. 
Rep. 494, 6 N. E. 717; Dawe v. Morris, 149 Mass. 188, 4 L. R. A 
158, 21 N. E. 313. See also Green v. Kimble, 6 Blackf, 552; 
Moody v. Burton, 27 Me. 427-435, 46 Am. Dec. 612. In this last 
case, as well as some of the others cited, the learned judge 
writing the opinion clearly shows that “‘the loss or injury would 
be too uncertain and remote for legal estimation.” So it was 
held in Connecticut that “an action for fraudulent acts, intended 
to induce, and by which a creditor was induced, not to secure 
a debt by legal process, by which means he lost the debt, will 
not lie at common law; and it makes no difference if a con- 
spiracy for the purpose is charged. The damages are too re- 
mote. They must be a clear and necessary consequence of the 
fraudulent act, and of a character to be clearly defined and as- 
certained.” That was an action of trespass on the case at com- 
mon law, and was brought against a debtor and two other de- 
fendants, charging conspiracy to defraud the plaintiff of his 
debt, and alleging that the defendants fraudulently removed 
the debtor’s goods to prevent their being taken by legal process; 
but it was held that the plaintiff could not recover. Austin v. 
Barrows, 41 Conn. 287. So it has been held in Rhode Island that 
“A., being a creditor of B., brought trespass on the case against 
Cc. and others, charging them with conspiring to prevent A 
from obtaining payment out of the estate of B., and with re- 
ceiving from B. fictitious mortgages, by means of which they 
took B.’s personality, and secreted it, so that A. could not 
attach it, and thus lost his claim. It appearing that A. had 
no lien on B.’s estate by attachment, levy, or otherwise, and 
was only a creditor at large of B.—held, that the action could 
not be maintained.” Klous v. Hennessey, 13 R. I. 332. So it 
has been held in Maryland that “in an action on the case 
against several, founded on an alleged conspiracy to injure the 
plaintiffs, they are not entitled to recover, even if there were 
such unlawful conspiracy among the defendants, unless the 
plaintiffs can show that they have in fact been aggrieved, oF 
have sustained actual legal damage, by some overt act done ip 
pursuance and execution of the conspiracy. No action lies for 
simply conspiring to do an unlawful act. It is the doing 
the act itself and the resulting actual damage to the plaintiff 
which furnish the ground of the action. An act which, if done 
by one alone, constitutes no ground of an action on the case, 
cannot be made the ground of such action by alleging it to 
have been done by and through a conspiracy of several. The 
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yality of the act, and the nature of the injury inflicted by it, 
vost determine the question whether the action will lie.” 
mus all v. Harman, 34 Md., 407, 6 Am. Rep. 340. So it has 
peen held in Vermont that “an action on the case for the 
fraud of the defendant in combining with plaintiff's debtor in 
attaching all the personal property of the debtor, for the 
penefit of the debtor, and concealing the same, in order to 
prevent the plaintiff from enforcing the payment of his debt, 
cannot be sustained; but the proper remedy is either to attach 
the property fraudulently held, or charge the defendant as 
trustee, or seek aid in a court of equity, or pursue the de- 
fendant personally, under the statute, for being a party to a 
fraudulent judgment or fraudulent sale. Nor can an action on 
the case, where the gist of the action is the fraudulent com- 
pination and conspiracy of the defendant with the plaintiff's 
debtor to secrete the property, and prevent the plaintiff from 
obtaining payment and security for his debt, be sustained.’” 
Hall v. Eaton, 25 Vt. 458. In some of the cases relied upon by 
counsel for the plaintiffs in support of this action, the fraud 
and conspiracy were practiced directly upon the plaintiff, and 
operated to destroy or impair his rights of property. Page v. 
parker, 43 N. H. 363, 80 Am. Dec. 172; Findlay v. McAllister, 113 
U. 8. 104, 28 L. ed. 930, 6 Sup. Ct. Rep. 401; Place v. Minster, 65 
N. Y. 89. This is not such a case. It has been held in New 
York that where the fraud or conspiracy is not actual and 
positive, but merely constructive, and where it did not concur 
in direct injury to the plaintiff, the action could not be main- 
tained. Ross v. Wood, 70 N. Y. 8; Braem v. Merchants’ Nat. 
Bank, 127 N. Y. 508, 28 N. E. 597. The rule is elementary that 
an action on the case in favor of a general creditor will not lie 
against the fraudulent vendee or grantee of his debtor. Bump, 
Fraud. Conv. 4th ed. § 528. In 6 Am. & Eng. Enc. Law, 24 ed. 
pp. 878, 879, it is said, as the better reason, in effect, that a gen- 
eral creditor has no such present or vested interest in the goods 
of his debtor as will render liable to such creditor, in an 
action on the case for damages, those who enter into con- 
spiracy to remove or conceal such property so that it cannot 
be reached by legal process; and this is put upon the ground 
that such a loss and injury are too uncertain and remote for 
legal consideration.” 


An excellent note is also added, from which we take 
the liberty of quoting a few of the cases presented : 


Lamb v. Stone, 11 Pick 527, is a leading case on the question. 
The grounds of this decision are that if the plaintiff could main- 
tain this action all the other creditors could; that it was not 
shown that plaintiff had been damaged, as no attachment had 
ever been made; the debtor never acquired any interest in the 
property, and the tort of the defendant was too remote, indefi- 
nite, and contingent to be the ground of an action. 


In Adler v. Fenton, 24 How. 407, 16 L. ed. 696, the plaintiff's 
debt was not due at the time of the alleged fraudulent transfer. 

In Findlay v. McAllister, 113 U. S. 104, 28 L. ed. 930, 5 Sup. 
Ct. Rep. 401, the case of Adler v. Fenton, 24 How. 407, 16 L. ed. 
6%, was distinguished, saying that case held that an action 
would not lie by a creditor whose debt was not yet due against 
his debtors, and two others, for a conspiracy carried into ef- 
fect to enable the debtors fraudulently to dispose of their prop- 
erty so as to hinder and defeat the creditor in the collection of 
his debt. “Mr. Justice Campbell, who delivered the opinion, 
put the decision of the court on the ground that to sustain the 
action it must be shown, not only that there was a conspiracy, 
but that there were tortious acts in furtherance of it, and con- 
sequent damage.” : 

In Wellington v. Small, 3 Cush. 145, 50 Am. Dec. 722, it was 
held that the averments of conspiracy, and that the debtor was 
insolvent when this action was commenced, and that the de- 
fendant concealed the property of the debtor, did not distin- 
guish this from the case of Lamb v. Stone, 11 Pick. 527, on the 
ground that if an act is done that is no cause of action it is not 
rendered actionable by being done in pursuance of conspiracy, 
and that the gist of an action on the case in the nature of a 
conspiracy is the damage done to plaintiff. The case of Penrod 
v. Morrison, 2 Penr. & W. 126, infra, was disapproved, as no 
legal reasons were given for that decision. 

In Mowry v. Schroder, 4 Strobh, L. 69, the declaration was 
in two counts, The first count alleged that the goods were 
bought by the parties as partners, and the fraud was alleged 
to be in subsequently holding themselves out not to be partners 
and transferring all the property to the second party. The sec- 
ond count alleged that the debtor and his brother had con- 
spired to defeat plaintiff, and by fraudulent collusion the debtor 
had turned over to his brother all his property, more than 
sufficient to pay plaintiff's debt, and that the brother had re- 
moved the whole of the same from beyond the reach of the 
court, and asked judgment for the damages. It was held that 
the case laid was defective and the first count was a miscon- 
ception, and the second count did not state aq sufficient case. 
The réasons are not given in the opinion of the court. 

In Moody vy. Burton, 27 Me. 427, 46 Am. Dec. 612, it was held 
that the chief objection to the maintenance of this action is, 
that the plaintiff does not appear to have suffered any dam- 
ages not common to all the creditors. The cases of Penrod v. 
Mitchell, 8 Serg, & R. 522, and Penrod v. Morrison, 2 Penr. & 
W. 126, infra, were disapproved, as in neither of the opinions de- 
livered by eminent judges in those cases were the objections 
considered and obviated, which were stated in Lamb v. Stone, 
ll Pick 527, or which have here been noticed. 

In Tasker v. Moss, 82 Ind. 62, it was held that a creditor 





who has no lien on the property of his debtor cannot maintain 
an action against a third party who accepts a conveyance of the 
debtor’s property and conveys it to another party for the 
benefit of the debtor for the purpose of defrauding the plaintiff 
The collusion of the debtor in transferring property that might 
have been subjected to the payment of plaintiff’s debt creates 
no liability. 

In Bradley v. Fuller, 118 Mass. 239, it was held that an action 
for damages would not lie for aConspiracy to obtain a prior at- 
tachment of the debtor’s property where it was not alleged that 
the debtor company was insolvent, or that the plaintiff ever 
brought suit or atempted to collect his debt, or that he ever 
atempted to make an attachment, or was induced by the de- 
fendant to refrain from making such attachment. 

An action on the case for the fraud of the defendant in 
combining with plaintiff’s debtor by attaching all the personal 
property of the debtor, and concealing the same to prevent the 
plaintiff from enforcing his debt, cannot be sustained. Blum v. 
Goldman, 66 Tex. 621, 1 S. W. 899; Hall v. Eaton, 25 Vt. 458. 

In the latter case it was said that if the plaintiff by an at- 
tachment had acquired a lien, or the right to have the applica- 
tion of his property made in payment of his debt to the ex- 
clusion of other creditors, a different question would arise, as it 
then would come within the cases of Adams v. Paige, 7 Pick. 
542; Yates v. Joyce, 11 Johns. 136; and Smith v. Tonstall, 
Carth. 3. 

And an action of trespass on the case cannot be main- 
tained against parties charging them with conspiring to pre- 
vent the creditor from obtaining payment out of the estate of 
his debtor by taking from him fictitious mortgages and secur- 
ing his property so that the creditor could not attach it, where 
plaintiff had no lien. Klous v. Hennessey, 13 R. I. 332. 

This decision is on the ground that the damage which is the 
gist of the action is too remote, uncertain, and contingent, 
inasmuch as the creditor had not an assured right, but simply a 
chance, of securing his claim by attachment or levy, which he 
may not succeed in improving. 

In Whitman v. Spencer, 2 R, I. 124, where a merchant in 
Rhode Island sold a branch store in New York, and the pur- 
chaser in debt for such goods transferred them by bill of sale 
to a third party who brought them to Rhode Island and sold 
the same, it was held, in an action on the case against both 
parties for fraudulently preventing the plaintiff fr recover- 
ing his debt out of the goods of the debtor, that although the 
bill of sale was without consideration, if the goods were taken 
with a bona fide intent to pay the debts of the creditors, and 
not to defeat the plaintiff, the defendants are not liable on a 
charge of fraudulent conspiracy, but that if their motive was to 
secrete the property, or to compel the creditor to a compromise, 
they are legally guilty of a conspiracy. The jury failed to 
agree. 

This case is not referred to in Klous v. Hennessey, 13 R. I. 
332, which virtually overrules the same. 

In Chamberlin v. Jones, 114 Ind. 458, 16 N. E. 178, it was said 
that in the absence of a lien on property an action is not main- 
tainable as a suit at law for damages against a party who by 
collusion with an insolvent debtor accepts a transfer of chat- 
tels belonging to the latter, and with intent to place the prop- 
erty beyond the reach of the debtor’s creditors converts the 
same. 

In Kimball v. Harman, 34 Md. 407, 6 Am. Rep. 340, the gen- 
eral rule is laid down that no recovery can be had in an action 
on the case, even if there has been an unlawful combination 
among the defendants to injure the plaintiffs unless some dam- 
age is done to them. 

In McHale v. Herman, 28 Mo. App. 193, it was held that an 
action of conspiracy in compelling the plaintiff to sue to recover 
his just rights could not be maintained. The court said: “if 
these facts may constitute the basis of an action, then every 
plaintiff who sues and recovers for a wrong done may follow 
up the proceeding with another suit to compensate him for the 
trouble and expense of maintaining the first. He may then be- 
zin another action for indemnity on account of the last effort 
to vindicate his rights, and so on, ad infinitum.” i 

In Schwab v. Mabley, 47 Mich. 572, it was held that an ac- 
tion for damages for conspiracy to defeat the plaintiffs in 
prosecuting or enforcing legal proceedings could not be main- 
tained. The court said: “But although a conspiracy may be 
punishable criminally where an illegal purpose is sufficiently 
shown, without proof of its further execution, this is not so in 
civil proceedings. No one can complain civilly of any action 
of another, unless he has been unlawfully damaged thereby. 
This is one of the first elements of the law. And in the pres- 
ent case conspiracy does not create any liability even if it coulé 
be proved, without allegation and proof of damage.” 

In McHale v. Heman, 28 Mo. App. 193, it was sald that the 
eases of Adams v. Paige, 7 Pick, 542; Kelsey v. Murphy, 
26 Pa. 78; Aspinall v. Jones, 17 Mo. 209; Penrod v. Morrison, 2 
Penr. & W. 126; Mott v. Danforth, 6 Watts, 304, 31 Am. Dec. 
468; and Meredith v. Johns, 1 Hen. & M. 585,—are distinguish- 
able, as in all these cases the creditor plaintiff, by reason of the 
complete and effectual alienation of the debtor’s property, or of 
the funds out of which he was entitled to have satisfaction of 
his claim, was wholly deprived of any access to such property 
or fund for the enforcement of his rights, so that his claim was 
sacrificed. 

In Dunphy v. Kleinsmith, 11 Wall 610, 20 L. ed. 223, it was 
held that in an equitable action a decree in the nature of a 
judgment for damages cannot be rendered against a defend- 
aut who is alleged to have taken a fraudulent assignment of the 
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debtor’s property. In this case the court said that if the com- 
plainant wishes to make him answerable in damages, either for 
the waste of the property, or for its disposal by the original 
proprietor by the aid of the wrongful complicity of the defend- 
ant, he must sue for damages in an action at law. 

The distinction between law and equity being jurisdictional 
in the courts of the United States, that fact may be sufficient 
to explain the difference in the decision of this case and that 
made by the New York court in the case of Murtha v. Curley, 
90 N. Y. 372, reversing 15 Jones & S., 393. 

The New York cases are somewhat conflicting, though 
it has been usually held that a general creditor cannot 
maintain an action against a third party for fraudulently 


conspiring with the debtor to defeat plaintiff’s claim. 

See Burbridge v. Kilgannon, 14 Misc. 450, 35 N. Y. 
Supp. 1022; Hurwitz v. Hurwitz, 10 Misc. 353, 31 N. Y. 
Supp. 25; Reversing, 9 Misc. 201, 30 N. Y. Supp. 208; 
Braem v. Merchants’ Nat. Bank, 2 Silv. Sup. Ct. 84, 6 
N. Y. Supp. 846, affirmed in 127 N. Y. 508, 28 N. E. 597; 
Quinby v. Strauss, 90 N. Y. 664; Hoefler v. Hoefler, 2 
App. Div. 8, 27 N. Y. Supp. 436, 12 App. Div. 84, 42 
N. Y. Supp. 1035, 21 App. Div. 633, 47 N. Y. Supp. 1138; 
154 N. Y. 760, 49 N. E. 1098; Murtha v. Curley, go N. Y. 
372; reversing 15 Jones & S. 393; Yates v. Joyce, 11 
Johns. 13; Marsh v. White, 3 Barb. 518. 








RESTITUTION TO VICTIMS OF CRIME. 


In the July Arena, J. Albert Stowe advocates a reform 
in our criminal laws well worthy of discussion. Punish- 
ment, as such, has to a large extent ceased to be consid- 
ered the moving principle of our penal jurisprudence. 
Nowadays society chiefly looks to the reformation of the 
criminal. That is all very well, so far as the wrong- 
doer is concerned, but how about the sufferer—the victim 
of the crime? A workingman is robbed of his wages by 
a gang of roughs, who beat him to insensibility, so as to 
render him unfit for work for a week or two. A guardian 
or trustee embezzles the estate committed to his care. The 
sole support of a family is murdered. Our laws punish 
the guilty, but give no assistance to the victims other than 
such as is afforded by the hospital or the workhouse—a 
means of relief open to all. Set the criminal to work, is 
urged, if he possesses no estate out of which restitution 
may be made, and let the injured be recompensed out of 
the proceeds of his labor. “The needful thing is to extend 
the principle of equity into the domain of criminal juris- 
prudence, the State in a sense standing sponsor for the 
good behavior of all to all, and requiring the assailant, the 
faithless guardian, the murderer and the rest to make 
restitution, by their property or their service.” This is, of 
course, on the same principle that prisoners are permit- 
ted to work out their fines. 

So much for Mr. Stowe’s theories, with which, to a 
certair® extent, we agree. The idea which he advocates is 
by no means a novel one, for the theory of an avenging 
State, which coldly and impartially punishes crime as an 
injury to it alone, has place only in comparatively modern 
jurisprudence. As Maine puts it in his Ancient Law, “the 
penal law of ancient communities is not. the law of crimes; 
it is the law of wrongs, or, to use the English technical 
word, or torts. The person injured proceeds against the 
wrongdoer by an ordinary civil action and recovers com- 
pensation in the shape of money damages, if he succeeds. 
* * * This peculiarity, however, is most strongly 
brought out in the consolidated laws of the Germanic 
tribes. Without an exception they describe an immense 
system of money compensations for homicide, and with 
as few exceptions as large a scheme of compensation for 
minor injuries.” 

“Under Anglo-Saxon law,” writes Mr. Kemble 
(Anglo-Saxons, i., 177) “a sum was placed on the life of 
every free man according to his rank, and a corresponding 
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sum on every wound that could be inflicted on his person 
for nearly every injury that could be done to his ciyjj 
rights, honor or peace, the sum being aggravated accord. 
ing to adventitious circumstances.” 

Now, in one of the cases put, the proposed change ip 
our laws might easily be made. The laborer, whoge 
small wages had been stolen from him, could readily be 
reimbursed, and the criminal should be kept employed in 
prison until he had atoned for his misdeeds by returp- 
ing the sum taken. Also, the State might perhaps pay 
over to the near relatives of the murdered man a sum to be 
returned to it by the assassin out of wages earned while 
in prison. His punishment is for life, and in that time a 
large amount might be accumulated. 

Let us look, however, at what will undoubtedly prove 
to be the cases which will most frequently arise. The 
criminal has embezzled, robbed, assaulted or libelled, and 
the legitimate damage resulting from his act amounts to 
say, ten thousand dollars or over. This is certainly a very 
modest average computation. When a free man the pris- 
oner made from $2,500 to $3,000 a year. In the factory 
of the jail, making shoes, he may possibly earn, after de- 
ducting the expense of keeping him, the sum of one dol- 
lar per day—six dollars per week—at which rate, work- 
ing steadily, it will take him some thirty-two years and 
over to make up the ten thousand dollars. Now, thirty- 
two years’ imprisonment is practically for life. Man- 
slaughter in the first degree in New York State is only 
punished by not more than twenty. 

In the less weighty cases, therefore, the reform might 
be practicable. Whether the system could be adopted 
where the amount is over twothousand or twenty-five hun- 
dred dollars is doubtful. Of course, where a murder has 
been committed, as previously stated, the sentence would 
be for life and a goodly sum might be obtained. Solve 
this, and questions as to detail that may arise can easily be 
answered. Such are the following: 

Should the sum to be paid to the surviving dependents 
in a murder case be a fixed amount or be modified by the 
degree of atrocity of the crime, or the rate of earnings of 
the deceased, or by other considerations? If the murdered 
person leave no dependents, or his family do not need an 
indemnity, shall the earnings of the culprit go into a fund 
out of which all public indemnities shall be paid, so that if 
other offenders are incapacitated by death or otherwise 
from contributing to the fund their victims shall not be 
deprived of compensation nor the State unduly taxed? 
Shall indemnities be in the form of a lump sum or an 
annuity for a given term? 

The effect of placing free and convict labor in competi- 
tion should also be considered. The general policy of the 
States has been strongly against this. Doubtless, how- 
ever, convict labor might be employed in many instances 
which would not lay the system open to that objection. 

One feature of the scheme is certainly to be commend- 
ed—the abolition of the death penalty. We are tired of 
arguing upon the self-evident proposition that “the very 
worst use that you can put a man to is to hang him,” and 
the merits of that question need not be gone into here. 

The theory of Mr. Stowe is, we believe, one which 
might be carried out, though with many modifications to 
what is now proposed. 








TOPICS OF INTEREST. . 


The verdict against the proprietors of the Inns of 
Court Hotel in London for negligence in poisoning a gen- 
tleman and his wife who partook of a table d’hote dinner 
there, at which thirty-nine out of ninety-one guests were 
similarly poisoned, has been affirmed by the Court of Ap- 
peal. In behalf of the defendants it was argued that there 
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was no evidence of lack of care, but the Justices of Ap- 

agreed that the large number of persons made ill by 
the same meal indicated that the hotel managers had not 
exercised a reasonable degree of caution to ascertain that 
the food which they provided was fit for consumption. 
it would have been absolutely wrong, said Lord Justice 
A. L. Smith, for the trial judge to withdraw the case 
from the jury and decide it in favor of the defendants as 
aquestion of law. The proof showed that every person 
who was taken ill had eaten either fish or mutton at the 
dinner, but it also appeared that no single-dish was eaten 
by all the persons injuriously affected by the meal. 


It is held by the United States Supreme Court, in 
Bardes v. Banks (4 American Bankruptcy Reports 163, 
July number), that the United States District Court can- 
not, except by defendant’s consent, entertain jurisdiction 
of suits brought by trustees in bankruptcy to set aside 
fradulent transfers made by bankrupt to third parties 
before bankruptcy. 








The failure to enact or enforce an ordinance prohibit- 
ing the riding of bicycles on sidewalks is held, in Jones v. 
Williamsburg, Va. (47 L. R. A. 294), insufficient to make 
a municipality liable for injury to a person struck by a 
bicycle ridden on the sidewalk. 





A judge whose wife is a stockholder in a corporation 
is held, in First Nat. Bank v. McGuire (S. D.), 47 L. R. 
A. 413, to be disqualified to sit in a cause in which the 
corporation is plaintiff, although there are no statutory 
provisions on the subject and in that State a husband is 
not directly interested in the property of a wife during 
her lifetime. 





In People v. Murphy, the Criminal Court of Cook 
County (Illinois) in an opinion filed May 15, declared 
unconstitutional the act of 1893 making it a misdemeanor 
to prevent laborers from or discharging them for joining 
labor unions. In the opinion, Waterman, J., observes: 

“Counsel say: ‘A man is not a man, at least not a free 
man, who is placed in the situation of having to choose 
between the privilege of uniting with his fellow-workmen 
ina lawful organization for mutual benefit, and losing his 
chance, perhaps his only chance, to earn a living.’ 

“If this be true, it follows that a man is not a free 
man who is compelled to choose between uniting with a 
labor organization and being denied an opportunity, per- 
haps his only opportunity, to earn a living. One of the 
essentials of freedom is the right to have opinions not in 
harmony with those of the public authorities or of the 
majority. The major portion, if not all, of the prejudices 
of mankind are foolish; nevertheless free men are en- 
titled to hold prejudices. The constitutional guaranty to 
every person of the right to freely speak, write and pub- 
lish on all subjects necessarily involves the right to have 
opinions on all subjects, however much they may be con- 
demned, either by the legislature or the public. Every 
citizen has a constitutional right to believe the Presby- 
terian, the Catholic, the Unitarian, the Mormon Church or 
the journeymen plumbers’ labor organization to be 
prejudicial to good morals and harmful to society, and 
$0 believing he has a right to attempt to prevent the tutor 
of his children joining such society and to discharge such 
teacher if he persist in uniting. The employe is not 
thereby deprived of freedom; freedom does not consist 
in any part in a right to be employed by or work with any 
particular person or the members of any particular so- 
ciety. Nor is any person deprived either of freedom or a 
lawful right because the members of the Plumbers’ Labor 
Union or the Presbyterian Church, each lawful organi- 
zations, refuse to work for or associate with him. Nor 
under the Constitution can such refusal be made a crimi- 





nal offense by a legislative act denouncing it as unlawful 
coercion and subjecting the offender to fine and imprison- 
nt. * * 9 

“The act makes it unlawful for any individual to pre- 
vent or attempt to prevent employes from forming, join- 
ing and belonging to any lawful labor organization. Such 
attempt to prevent being thus declared unlawful a combi- 
nation of two or more persons to so prevent would be a 
conspiracy, and a father and mother having agreed to 
unite and having joined in attempting to prevent their 
son from joining and belonging to a lawful labor organi- 
zation might be indicted and punished for an unlawful 
conspiracy. The law provides that any person who co- 
erces, or attempts to coerce, employes by discharging or 
attempting to discharge from his employ, or the employ 
of any firm, company or corporation, because of their con- 
nection with a lawful labor organization, shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor. If the legislature has power to so pro- 
vide, then it has power to do the converse, and may enact 
that any person who coerces or attempts to coerce another 
into joining a lawful labor organization, or who, by re- 
fusing to work with any person unless he belongs to a 
labor organization, or who, by quitting any work upon 
which he shall be employed because there is employed 
thereon a person or persons not members of a labor or- 
ganization, or shall prevent or attempt by coercion to pre- 
vent any person from withdrawing from any labor or- 
ganization, shall be guilty of a misdmeanor, and upon 
conviction shall be fined in any sum not exceeding one 
hundred dollars, or be imprisoned not more than six 
months, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

“Tf such an enactment as the one under consideration 
is within the police power of the legislature, then a con- 
verse statute must also be within its power in its attempt 
to do that which the public welfare demands. The right 
to work and the right to contract may be thus made to de- 
pend, not upon the natural and constitutional right so to 
do, but upon the motive with which parties enter into or 
terminate contracts. The act savors much of the ancient 
inquisition, in that it makes unlawful not the act itself, 
i. e., the discharge, but the motive which prompted the 
act. We are to have an inquisition which shall search out 
and determine with what motive an employer terminates 
his relation with his employe, and every person who dis- 
charges a servant subjects himself to inquiry as to whether 
his motives for the discharge were not such as the law 
pronounces criminal. If this act be valid, we may here- 
after have legislation under which the criminal courts 
will enter upon an inquiry as to whether the motive which 
any man had for quitting work was lawful or such as 
subjects him to fine and imprisonment.” 


Garnishment against an executor to reach a debt of 
the decedent before decree for distribution of assets is 
denied in Hudson v. Wilber (Mich.), 47 L. R. A. 345, 
in the absence of statutory permission, although the debt 
has been placed in judgment in a suit revived against the 
executor. The numerous authorities .on the question. of 
garnishment of executor or administrator are reviewed in 
a note to this case. 





Money received from the United States as a pension, 
and remaining unchanged in the pensioner’s hands, is 
exempt from liability for his debts, and if he files a peti- 
tion in bankruptcy while he still has such money, it does 
not pass to his trustee in bankruptcy as assets of his es- 
tate. The United States District Court for the District of 
Vermont so held in the case of In Re Bean. The Court 
said, however, that such money should be put in the 
schedule of assets as money on hand, and then claimed as 
exempt. It distinguished the case from one where the 
pension money had been changed in nature by depositing 
it in a savings bank to earn dividends. The Court said 
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that in such a case the pensioner would not have on hand 
the pension money, but the savings bank deposit. It held, 
however, that a pensioner who had nothing but his pen- 
sion money was not entitled to exemption from the pay- 
ment of the statutory fees in the bankrupt court that is 
allowed to persons who are wholly unable to pay them, 
since the payment of fees does not depend on the exemp- 
tion of property from liability for debts, but on the bank- 
rupt’s inability to pay fees. 





The following decisions are upon points of interest in 
interstate commerce law: 

An agent of a laundry in another State who collects 
garments and sends them out of the State to be washed 
and laundered and afterward redelivers them to their 
owners is held, in Smith v. Jackson (Tenn.), 47 L. R. 
A. 416, not to be engaged in commerce so as to be pro- 
tected against a privilege tax. 

A license tax on merchandise brokers is held, in Ad- 
kins v. Richmond (Va.), 47 L. R. A. 583, to be invalid 
as a regulation of interstate commerce, when applied to a 
citizen and resident of the State whose occupation is solely 
the solicitation of orders by personal application and the 
exhibition of samples, for non-resident principals, in or- 
der to negotiate sales of goods not within the State. 





Cassidy v. Uhlmann, decided June 12 by the New 
York Court of Appeals, passed upon an interesting ques- 
tion in the law of evidence. Here an action had been 
brought against the director of a bank, charging him with 
having fraudulently participated in keeping the bank 
open and receiving deposits on the eve of its failure. It 
was held he was entitled to testify to his belief in the sol- 
vency of the institution at the time the deposits were 
taken. It should be noted that the claim was not that 
there was direct, open misrepresentation by the defendant, 
but rather that his fraud consisted in a suppression of the 
truth as to the insolvent condition of the bank, and at the 
same time participation in the direction which kept the 
bank open for the receipt of deposits after he was pos- 
sessed with full knowledge of its insolvency. His. lia- 
bility, therefore, was predicated solely upon fraud, and 
the plaintiff attempted to show the entire history of the 
financial condition of the bank from immediately previous 
to the 7th day of August, 1893, down to and including 
the time when it came into the possession of the bank ex- 
aminer ; and he claimed that the facts proved required a 
finding by the jury that the defendant Uhlman had 
knowledge of the real condition of the bank on the 7th 
and 8th of August. The contention of the defendant was 
that the result of an examination made by him showed 
that the bank had more than sufficient property to pay its 
depositors in full, and he marshaled such facts and cir- 
cumstances as he could to support his contention that he 
was acting in good faith and without knowledge of the 
insolvency of the bank. This was one of the issues—in- 
deed, the leading one—and the defendant sought to put 
before the jury his belief touching the responsibility of 
the bank up to Tuesday night, August 8, his claim being 
that his belief constituted an important element which the 
jury should weigh. The following question was asked: 


“Q. Now, Mr. Uhlmann, what was your belief up to Tues- 
day night with regard to the surplus that the bank had for 
the purpose of paying its liabilities? 

“Same objection. Objection sustained. Defendant excepts. 


“Q. From whom did you receive information with regard 
to the condition of the bank up to Tuesday night? A. From 
Mr. Bilaut, the president; Mr. Thompson, the cashier; from Mr. 
McDonald, a director; from inquiry in the books of the commer- 
cial agency, and from inquiry at banking houses as to the value 
of securities. 


“Q. Now, as a result of that information, what was your 
belief as to the financial condition of the bank up to Tuesday 
evening? 


“Objected to. Objection sustained and exception.” 
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Evidence was also given on the part of the defendant 
tending to show that the defendant advised that deposits 
on the 7th and 8th of August should not be mingled with 
the funds of the bank, owing to some suspicious circym. 
stances that made an investigation of the bank’s affair; 
necessary, but that the moneys of depositors should be 
kept by themselves until an investigation should disclose 
the real condition of the bank. It seems to be pretty con. 
clusively established that such a conversation took place, 
and that for some part of Monday, the 7th, that course 
was taken with the moneys received from depositors. 
some time after noon of that day, however, the president, 
having had a talk with the head of the force of bank ex. 
aminers, said that he proposed to telephone to the cashier 
to take the deposits according to the usual course of busj- 
ness, and to that course this defendant testifies he pro- 
tested in vigorous language. That course was adopted, 
however, but under such circumstances as leads plaintiff 
to insist that such deposits were thereafter taken with 
knowledge on the part of this defendant that deposits 
were being received. Still the defendant insisted under 
oath that he did not know it, and the court was asked to 
permit him to declare on oath his belief on that subject 
for the consideration of the jury. 


“Q. What was your belief as to the taking of deposits on 
Monday up to the meeting of the bank Monday evening? 

“Objected to as incompetent, immaterial and irrelevant, ang 
ealling for the mental operation of the witness. Objection sus. 
tained. Defendant excepts. 


“Q. Did you believe on Monday, up to your visit to the 
bank Mcnday evening, that the instruction which Mr. Putney 
or Mr. McDonald had given on Saturday evening with respect 
to taking deposits was being carried out? 

“Same objection. Same ruling. Defendant excepts. 


“Q. Did you have any belief that deposits were being taken 
on Monday up to Monday evening? 
“Same objection. Same ruling. Defendant excepts.” 


Parker, Ch. J., said: “It is, of course, the general rule 
that the operation of the mind of a witness may not be 
given, but there are exceptions to the rule, and among 
them is a case where the character of the act depends on 
the intent with which the act is done, or, in other words, 
upon the operation of the doer’s mind, and in such case 
his belief touching certain conditions which should influ- 
ence him is material. A party’s testimony as to his belief 
may have much or little value with the jury, but he is al- 
ways entitled to have it considered where, as in this case, 
his liability is predicated upon the claim that with knowl- 
edge of the truth he suppressed it under circumstances 
calling upon him to speak with the result of injury to an- 
other. If it were a fact that, after having made such an 
investigation of the affairs of the bank as a reasonable 
and prudent man would make under the circumstances 
with which he was surrounded, he believed as a result 
thereof that the bank was solvent, then the action should 
not have gone against him, for he acted justly and prop- 
erly according to his belief, and, therefore, not fraudu- 
lently. But the plaintiff says that there was abundant 
evidence from which the jury could find that his knowl- 
edge was such that he could not, and did not, entertain 
any such belief. That may well be so, but the fact re- 
mains that his belief was a fact of the first importance in 
the case, and he was entitled to testify as to what it was, 
not because his testimony would be controlling, for it 
would not, but because he was entitled to have it weighed 
by the jury with the other testimony in determining what 
the fact was.” 

The Court was divided, Bartlett, Martin, Cullen and 
Werner, J. J., concurring; Gray and Vann, J. J., dis 
senting. 


In Arnold v. Hatch, decided April 9 by the United 
States Supreme Court, the following were the facts: In 
1883 Lewis Hatch made a contract with his son, Frank 
W. Hatch, under which it was agreed that the latter 
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should undertake the management of a farm, farm imple- 
ments, and live stock, make all repairs, pay all taxes and 
other expenses, replace all implements as they were worn 
out, keep up all live stock, and have as his own the net 
profits. It was further stipulated that each party should 
be at liberty to terminate the arrangement at any time, 
and that the son should turn back to his father the farm 
with its implements, stock and other personality, of the 
same kind and amount as was on the farm when the 
father retired, and in as good condition as when he took 
them. The son was at full liberty to sell and dispose of 
its products, to replace old stock and implements with 
new, and to appropriate the net proceeds to himself; and 
that his only obligation was to return the property on de- 
mand, or substituted property of the same kind and 
amount, whenever either party should see fit to terminate 
the arrangement. 

Judgment having been. obtained by one Hein, as re- 
ceiver, against Frank W. Hatch, a levy was made upon 
the cattle and other farm products. The following is a 
portion of the opinion per Brown, J.: 

“It is very evident from this testimony that no sale of 
the farm property was intended. There was no purchase 
price agreed upon, no time fixed for the payment; and 
the reservation that the arrangement might be terminated 
the day after it was made, as well as that it might indefi- 
nitely continue, is wholly inconsistent with the theory of 
asale. Indeed, the only indicium of a sale is the provision 
that the identical property received need not be returned, 
but that other property of a similar kind might be sub- 
stituted. Plaintiff in error relies in this connection upon 
a line of cases which hold that, where a man turns over 
personal property to another, under an arrangement by 
which the latter is not obliged to restore the specific ar- 
ticles of property, but is at liberty to deliver other prop- 
erty of the same kind and value, the receiver becomes the 
owner of the property ; as, where wheat is delivered to an 
elevator with the understanding that the obligation to 
return it shall be discharged by the delivery of other like 
wheat (Story, Bailments, section 439; Lonergan v. Stew- 
art, 55 Ill. 49; Bretz v. Diehl, 117 Pa. 580; 11 Atl. 843; 
Smith v. Clark, 21 Wend. 83, 34 Am. Dec. 213; Johnston 
v Browne, 37 lowa 200), although even then a usage to 
return substituted property may turn the transaction into 
abailment. Erwin v. Clark, 13 Mich. 10. But these au- 
thorities have no application to the case under considera- 
tion. Here there was no provision for a substituted prop- 
erty beyond that required by the nature of the property 
delivered. The arrangement was to be indefinite in its 
continuance. The property was. mostly animals which 
would necessarily die, be sold, or slaughtered in a few 
years, and a gradual substitution of their progeny or 
other similar cattle and a renewal of worn out imple- 
ments was all that was contemplated. The stipulation 
that this might be done was a mere incident of the main 
agreement by which the property was to be returned in 
like good order and conditions as received. 


“The son was undoubtedly intrusted with extensive 
powers, but no greater than the management of a large 
farm would necessarily require. The father had become 
an old man, and naturally wished to rid himself of the 
responsibility, even’ of supervision, and to put his son 
upon the footing of an independent farmer. It is possible 
that he contemplated leaving the property to his son upon 
his death; but it was clearly his intention to reserve the 
power of revoking the arrangement in case it did not 
Prove satisfactory to him. As the father remained in 
possession of the farm, there was nothing in the mere 
fact that he intrusted his son with the management that 
was necessarily calculated to mislead creditors into the 


belief that the latter was the owner of the property. 
a 





Apparently the receiver was unable to produce evidence 
manifestly inconsistent with the agreement as sworn to 
by both father and son, and their testimony authorized 
the jury to find the ownership of the property to be in the 
former. 

“Similar agreements have been sustained as against 
creditors in a number of cases. Chatard v. O’Donovan, 
80 Ind. 20, 41 Am. Rep. 782; Wilbur v. Sisson, 53 Barb. 
259; Bowman v. Bradley, 151 Pa. 351, 17 L. R. A. 213, 
24 Atl. 1062; Kerrains v. People, 60 N. Y. 221, 19 Am. 
Rep. 158; Haywood v. Miller, 3 Hill 90; Brown v. Scott, 
7 Vt. 60; Peters v. Smith, 42 Ill. 422; State v. Curtis, 20 
N.C. (4 Dev. & B. L.) 226.” 








SUGGESTED REFORMS IN TRIAL PROCEDURE. 
By Hon. David Leventritt, a Justice of the Supreme Court 
of the State of New York. 


[An address before the New York Phi Delta Phi Club, 
New York City, April 9, 1900.] 

A new judge has an advantage over an old judge. 
His departure from the ranks of the trial bar is so recent 
that he has not lost sympathy with the viewpoint of the 
advocate. He may see the necessity for a reform, which 
may escape his older brethren. It is true that he may 
often see too much, lacking the perspective and con- 
servatism, which only experience can give. I am re- 
minded of a Western politician, elected to judicial office, 
who had confined his efforts while at the bar to presiding 
over nominating conventions and whose knowledge of 
law and practice never disturbed his slumbers. He 
quaked a bit inwardly as he ascended the dais, but deter- 
mined to put on a bold front. As court opened his con- 
stituents filed in and filled the room, ready to admire 
and applaud. The District Attorney moved the case of 
the People against Jones. His Honor so far was safe. 
“Empanel a jury,” he said, as dignifiedly as possible. 
“Your Honor,” said the defendant’s counsel, “I move 
you, sir, to quash the indictment.” “Quash the indict- 
ment’’—the term was new. His Honor had never heard 
of it before. For a moment he looked around helplessly, 
and then clutching at a straw, when he saw the anxious 
faces of his constituents, thundered out: “Does anybody 
second the motion?” 

Gentlemen, I have no such radical change in pro- 
cedure to propose to you, but I have several suggestions 
to offer, the result, partly, of an experience of more than 
a quarter of a century at the trial bar fortified by a year’s 
impartial observance from the bench. 

My first suggestion has reference to the opening of 
the case, and contemplates an optional statement by de- 
fendant’s counsel of the general nature of the defense, 
either as disclosed by the answer, or as he proposes to 
limit it on his part of the case. That is, at the conclusion 
of the opening, on behalf of the plaintiff, and before the . 
reception of any testimony, let the defendant’s counsel be 
permitted to make a brief statement announcing to what 
extent he challenges the plaintiff’s proposed proof and 
what his affirmative defense, if any, will be. 

Do not let the novelty of this suggestion prejudice 
you against it, and, above all, do not view it. from the 
position of plaintiff’s attorneys. Convert yourself for 
the time being into a bar of defendants’ attorneys, or re- 
call to your mind those trials in which you have sat at the 
counsel table working the laboring oar against a skillful 
plaintiff’s advocate. Have you never chafed under the 
restrained of enforced silence, while your opponent out- 
lined a case that, even to an impaitial mind, seemed ap- 
parently impregnable and obviously the only case? 
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Have you never grown restive under the desire to put in 
but a single word before the proof is presented, so that 
the jury might have some guide and see that there is an- 
other side to the question, while they are listening to the 

Have you never felt that your best efforts at cross- 
examination must necessarily fail of their completest 


one? 


effect because the jury cannot know at what it is aimed? 


Now, what might be accomplished by such a prelim- 


inary statement as I have suggested? Of course, you 
must bear in mind that our viewpoint is not the narrow 
one of partisan advantage, but the broader one that seeks 
the fullest administration of justice; that desires not that 
the party having the best lawyer shall triumph, but that 
he who has the best case shall win. Bear in mind also 
that the right of opening, which we all regard as so very 
important, is in a number of jurisdictions, as it was at 
one time in this State, not regarded as a substantial right 
and that its allowance in those States rests in the sound 
discretion of the judge. 


What is the object of the opening, whether by plain- 
tiff or defendant? Simply to state the facts of the case 
so that the jury may have some intelligent guide to the 
testimony they are to hear, some thread to connect what 
would otherwise be disjoined. An opening is not evi- 
dence in any sense, and is permitted simply to give the 
jury an understanding of the theory of the opening par- 
ty’s case. If it is deemed advisable that the triers of the 
facts should have a part of the theory, what reasonable 
objection can there be to give them the theory of the 
whole case? Will they not then be able to listen more 
discriminatingly to the testimony, gauge it more accurate- 
ly, and be, to an extent, secured against attaching an 
exaggerated importance to the facts first presented to 
them? The Court begins by examining the pleadings on 
both sides, so that it may get the theory of the whole case 
as a preliminary to ruling intelligently on the questions 
presented to it. The juryman, who acts judicially on the 
facts, must guess at the theory. As a matter of fact, I 
believe that he rarely does. He accepts the plaintiff’s 
story, and often has formed a rock-ribbed opinion before 
the defense has begun. Let us look at this a bit more 
closely, and, primarily, from the psychological view- 
point. The attitude of the lay mind in the jury box is 
rarely that of “reserving decision.” An opinion is 
formed; then, perhaps, revised under the disclosures of 
the defense; then reformed and re-revised. It is a vacil- 
lation from side to side, drawn now by these facts, now 
by those, instead of hovering, as it were, over all the facts 


and taking its first complete survey when all are arrayed. 
And yet it must be conceded that as the proper judicial 
attitude of the Court is that of “reserved decision” on 
the law, so the ideal of the proper judicial attitude of the 


jury is that of “reserved decision on the facts.” Now, 
with the present system of procedure this is often im- 
possible. 

Psychologically, it is inevitable, other ‘things being 
equal, that the first impression should be the strongest. 
The mind of the juror at the beginning of the case is 
like the tabula rasa of the Lockian system of philosophy. 
It is a blank slate. Nothing is written on it. It is an 
elementary mental law that the first writing is more vivid, 
more permanent—partly owing to its very freshness than 
any that follows after. Memory, to an extent, acts on 
the same principle. We recall the beginning of things 
best of all; as to the rest, it often happens “that the 
warder of the brain becomes a limbec only.” Poems that 
we learned by heart have been wiped quite off the slate— 
all but the first lines. These manage to cling when all 
else is forgotten. If, then, the first writing is inscribed 
so deeply, it is to my mind no more than meet that before 
the inscribing is begun the juror be advised that he 
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should not allow it to sink too deeply, perhaps inerag. 
icably, in his mind; that he must accept it subject to g 
qualification, as it were, or, at least, with the knowledge 
that other inscriptions are to come. It is, of course. to 
be conceded that where the presentation of the evidence 
results in a great preponderance on one side or on the 
other, the right to the preliminary statement become 
quite immaterial and useless. But it is not that class of 
cases that I have in mind, for in these cases the yery 
right of opening, or even of closing at all, is of no valye 
and affects no right, substantial or otherwise. I refer to 
those cases where the contest is close in fact and the 
quantitative and qualitative differences in the proof even. 
ly adjusted. There the privilege becomes of practical 
consequence, and there the impartial, judicial attitude 
should be that of seeking to minimize or rather to equal- 
ize the advantage. I have read an early case in Barbour 
where a judgment was reversed partly because the Court 
recognized the “highest importance” of the right to open 
“where the facts are complicated and there is contrariety 
in the evidence, or it is nicely balanced and slight circum- 
stances are likely to turn the scale.” In such cases the 
Court said the advantage was one to be sought, appre- 
ciated and claimed. That is true; but, to my mind, a 
statement like that is a confession of the unfairness of the 
procedure. In determining who shall open, naturally 
the right is with him who has the burden in substance and 
not in form. But where in close cases the Court says 
to counsel, “your right to open becomes of the ‘highest im- 
portance,’ it is an advantage and privilege to be fought 
for and made use of to the utmost,” what is the inevitable 
implication? Is it of the highest importance, so that ac- 
curate justice shall be done? Not that. It has bearing 
solely on the infirmity of the lay mind of the juror, which 
may be influenced by temporary and immediate consid- 
erations. It is a privilege and an advantage with them 
that you should get a chance to do the first writing on 
their mental slates, and, in closing, get a further oppor- 
tunity to blot out or to blur the writing of your opponent. 
This view is narrow.; consonant with partisan benefit, 
not with justice; and so far as possible a remedy should 
be provided against it. For the law does not seek to con- 
fer advantages, but equality. 

Now, what will be the advantages resulting from per- 
mitting the preliminary statement? 


First, the jury will at the outset have the theory of the 
whole case, even as the Court has it on the bench. They 
will have the entire framework of the litigation, the out- 
lines of both sides of the picture. Instead of uncon- 
sciously awarding a permanently central position to the 
plaintiff’s evidence, they will reserve the arrangement of 
the component parts until all the parts are before them. 
They will know by virtue of having been told how the 
defendant proposes to meet a particular issue what the 
possible weakness of the side first shown to them may be. 
In other words, they will understand from the beginning 
the limits and, on occasion, the limitations of the plain- 
tiff’s case. They will know what facts are material and 
essential, what immaterial and irrelevant. Instead of 
vainly trying to remember the whole mass of detail, and, 
as a consequence, often singling out only the unimportant, 
and magnifying the minor elements, will readily group 
the facts around the.admissions or denials or affirmative 
defenses as they have been outlines to them. 


To quote my own experience, I have often found in 
reading the records on appeal at the Appellate term, that, 
on a second reading, details that seemed unimportant at 
first have, in view of the theory as developed by the whole 
case, or by the arguments of counsel, acquired quite 4 
different value; that it was often necessary to go back, 
to marshal the facts anew about the proper theory, which 
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theory was but inadequately revealed in the beginning. 
Now, juries get no second readings. The details are 
often gone for good. They are the final arbiters of the 
facts, and yet, in the nature of things, when they come to 
pass upon these facts, they have not and cannot have 
them still in their memories. With some organizing 
principle or basis given, however, they are furnished 
with a mental magnet, as it were, that attracts the ma- 
terial, factual iron, and as automatically rejects the 
dross. Take an instance. An action is brought on a 
written instrument, the defense of which is duress. The 
jurors throughout the development of the plaintiff’s case 
do not know what the theory of the defense may be; they 
do not know at the outset whether the making of the in- 
strument is denied in fact, or whether its making is in 
effect invalid in law. It is only natural under the cir- 
cumstances that their attention should be fastened 
primarily on the execution of the instrument, and that 
they should regard as immaterial many circumstances 
surrounding the steps leading to its execution. How 
much more intelligently could they appreciate and value 
the testimony if they were advised that the making is not 
disputed, but that the whole case rests on the circum- 
stances of the making. And so it is in al] cases. If the 
jury is instructed at the beginning, they need not attempt 
to burden their minds with admitted facts. If they know 
what is denied, or what affirmative defense is to be 
proved, they will group facts accordingly, because they 
will then know what facts are essential. 

A second distinct benefit that will result from the pro- 
posed reform is that the jurors will be able better to un- 
derstand the purport of the cross-examination, if they 
know in a general way what issue or defense it is intended 
to support. The primary object in the presenting an 
issue of fact to the twelve triers is to present it so that 
they shall comprehend it. Jurors often grow impatient 
under a cross-examination simply because they do not 
understand its drift. Undoubtedly a great part of this is 
due to the inadequacy of the examination itself. It is 
unfortunately a lamentable fact that a very large propor- 
tion of the cross-examinations to-day is aimless and bad, 
owing to the inexperience of counsel or to other legal 
deficiency. Cross-examination, too, often develops into 
what an English serjeant denominated examining cross- 
ly; and, to me, it has often appeared, as I have listened 
to counsel delving into unnecessary refinements, honey- 
combing a case with purposeless questions in the hope of 
changing, as it were, the dot of an i or the crossing of a t, 
that the cross-examination was more of a criss-cross ex- 
amination than anything else. But I am assuming, for 
the purpose of my argument, a satisfactory cross- 
examination, one that is straightforward and direct and 
reasonably proportioned to the necessities of the case, not 
one that is calculated to secure the applause of the at- 
torney’s client, sitting in the back of the court-room or at 
his side at the counsel table. Such an examination is, 
to the jury, often pointless, and has its chief value im- 
paired because the defense on which it bears has not been 
disclosed. Have you never discovered with horror that 
just as you are getting at the very meat of your cross- 
examination juror number ten in the last row is quietly 
dozing off to slumber, entirely oblivious of the purport of 
your questioning, and have you never observed the same 
juror pull himself together into wakefulness when you 
branch off perhaps into some minor phase of your case 
because the soporific trier of the facts, from his confused 
grasp of it, deems that the essential point? It is only 
necessary to listen to the questions propounded by the 
average juror in the course of a trial to appreciate how 
often he misunderstands the scope of the pleaded issues 
or the drift of the questioning, and how advisable it is 








that all aids be given him in arranging in something like 
the order of their relative importance the facts on which 
he is to pass. 

Finally, when you bear in mind that a skillful advo- 
cate will often prove his case by the cross-examination of 
the plaintiff’s witnesses, the benefit to be derived from 
some guide to the ground-work of his case becomes still 
more obvious. A cross-examination is begun apparently 
quite away from the substance of the direct examination. 
The juror, in his ignorance, can see no possible connec- 
tion between the direct and the cross; he has nothing on 
which to thread the disjointed facts, and the chances are 
that he will grow listless and inattentive. But once fur- 
nish him with the thread, in the form of the defense, and 
just so quickly has he a unifying principle. I verily be- 
lieve that were such a preliminary statement as I favor 
permitted, a good examiner would be able to prove more 
of his case by his opponent’s witnesses than is now pos- 
sible, for he will know that he is intelligible to those who 
will sit in judgment on his claim. 

I can conceive of but two sets of objections to this 
proposed reform; those that assert positive disadvantages 
resulting from an exercise of the privilege, and those that 
assert that there exists in our present system of pro- 
cedure adequate remedy or cure for the ills at other parts 
of the litigation. Let me briefly consider both sets. 

What can be the positive disadvantages ? 

The first objection will be urged by the plaintiff, 
claiming that it deprives him of a valuable right; that 
the burden of proof lies with him; that the presumptions 
are against him; and that the defendant is not called upon 
to say or prove anything until the plaintiff has made out 
a case. So far as the preliminary statement deprives the 
plaintiff of an advantage, the mere confession that it is 
an advantage argues against him. The law, as I have 
said, does not seek to confer advantages. Merely be- 
cause the plaintiff must first prove his case does not 
justify forbidding his opponent from laying a foundation 
for his side, in the event that the plaintiff shall get beyond 
the dismissal point. Should the complaint be thrown 
out of court at the end of the plaintiff’s presentation, 
nothing has been lost, except perhaps a few moments of 
time. Should it not, the jury has a complete hold of all 
the issues and has listened to the plaintiff’s story properly 
cautioned. The objection is at best theoretical, for the 
defendant is not in court until the plaintiff has established 
a cause of action; practically, the situation is quite other- 
wise—and the satisfactory doing of justice resolves itself 
in the majority of cases into a purely practical question. 

The second objection will come from the defendants, 
who will claim that such a preliminary statement will 
compel a disclosure of his side of the case, an announce- 
ment of his particular line of defense, thus, perhaps, en- 
abling an astute opponent to forestall his proof and defeat 
its proper effect. This objection is completely answered 
by making the preliminary statement of the defendant en- 
tirely optional. It is not intended to compel the defend- 
ant to reveal what he proposes to prove or how he pro- 
poses to meet the issues. Just as the right of opening 
is optional, so shall a preliminary opening on the part of 
the defendant be optional. If he should deem it to his 
best interests to sit mute, it is because he realizes that no 
improper advantage will result to the plaintiff which he 
cannot sufficiently offset when it comes to his own presen- 
tation. But I am strongly of the opinion that the privi- 
lege would be very generally accepted. Counsel’s dis- 
cretion will usually dictate to what extent he shall go, 
but I think he will be very ready to appreciate, especially 
in long trials, that there is a distinct benefit to his client 
in minimizing, to some extent, at the outset, the exag- 
gerated value which his opponent’s cause may acquire in 



































35? 


7HE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








the juror’s mind. It is merely getting in a wedge or a 
lever under what might otherwise be a permanent lodg- 
ment of the plaintifi’s case, by which, if he has right and 
justice on his side, he can subsequently lift it. When you 
recall the procedure adopted in the English courts, the 
importance of this right is all the more manifest. There 
counsel for plaintiff has had the unrestricted right not 
only to state his own case, but also to anticipate any 
possible defense and to outline how he proposes to meet 
it. In so far as this rule recognizes the advisability of 
putting both sides before the jury at once it is praise- 
worthy; but in so far as it restricts the right to a state- 
ment by plaintiff’s counsel, it is, to my mind, bad. The 
English rule, the reason for which, however, is quite 
different from the one I advocate, and which had its 
origin in a peculiarity of the English mode of trial, does 
to an extent accomplish the end I regard as desirable. It 
is bad, however, in that the anticipated defense may never 
be proved, and in that its statement should be taken out 
of the reali of conjecture by being optionally intrusted 
where it rightfully belongs. 

The third objection will not come from a partisan but 
from lawyer, litigant, and public alike. It is that of un- 
necessarily lengthening trials. 

It is unquestionable that one of the most vulnerable 

spots of our present circuit procedure is the undue and 
entirely disproportionate length of trials. The present 
congestion of our court calendars will never be relieved 
by the mere appointment of additional judges. Essential 
reforms in calendar practice which are even now being 
considered by the judges in this department will go some 
way to increase the number of cases disposed of. But 
the chief defect, to my mind, lies in the entirely unreason- 
able prolongation of the causes. You can read over 
hardly a single record without coming to the conclusion 
that a large part of it, often as much as one-half, could 
and should have been omitted. Time is wasted in the ex- 
amination of jurors; in the argument of counsel on 
obvious legal propositions, which a judge is often loath 
to interrupt; in the useless refinements of cross-examina- 
tion; in attempts to try a suit so as to bring it within 
some narrow distinction in decided cases, or with the 
purpose of making a record solely for the contemplated 
appeal ; in failing to have a proper perspective of the case, 
\nd thus introducing corroborative testimony, where the 
evidence of one disinterested, honest witness is quite 
sufficient; in uselessly multiplying requests to charge in 
the hope of digging a hole for the judge and securing a 
meritorious exception. It is a crying necessity that our 
trials be shortened. It is true the fault often lies with the 
judge, who, partly from misconceived courtesy to counsel 
and partly as a result of the passive part he plays under 
our system of procedure, hesitates to assert a right un- 
doubtedly resting in him. I do not propose here to 
digress further and to treat of that very large question, 
one which would require a paper many times the length 
of this to have justice done to it. I merely wish to em- 
phasize that while appreciating present abuses and the 
necessity of radical reforms, I do not regard the one I 
am contending for as adding unduly to the length of the 
trial. The statement should be limited to a brief one, 
properly restricted under the sound discretion. of the 
Court. So far as the few minutes devoted to the state- 
ment will make the trial longer the resultant advantage of 
more intelligent appreciation by the jury and hence the 
more intelligent exercise of their duties completely over- 
balances the disadvantage of lengthening the case. Short 
trials are not the desideratum merely because they are 
short. The time occupied in a trial should be shortened 
by doing away with abuses. Let it be lengthened where 
it is in the interests of justice. 








——— 


So much for the alleged positive objections. Ther 
are in addition what may be termed two negative ones 

It will be urged that all the defects I have referred to 
find their adequate remedy, first, in the summing up of 
counsel, and, secondly, in a proper charge by the Court, 


The summing up is an inadequate remedy because, jf 
the jurors have already gone astray, all the eloquence ang 
arguments of counsel will not bring them back to the point 
of impartial contemplation. The corrective is applied too 
late. The details, importance of which were not appre. 


‘ciated when offered, have been unconsciously rejected and 


are gone from the juror’s mind. Things which were no 
regarded important at the time are forgotten. Recollee. 
tion is blurred. Mere statements by counsel that a wit. 
ness testified thus and so will not be accepted by jurors 
if they do not remember the details for themselves. Nor 
can the charge of the Court cure the evil if it has crept in, 
Were our law and practice like that of the United States 
or English courts, permitting a judge, instead of playing 
merely a passive part, or active to the extent of instruct. 
ing the triers on abstract questions of law, to comment 
upon the evidence, there might be some force in the argu- 
ment. Then, the word of the Court, partly by its very 
authority and partly because it is the last impression on 
the juror’s mind, might do much to bring the material 
questions of fact before the jurors in proper and eluci- 
dated correlation. But, for better or worse, our judges 
are without this power. They are not allowed to encroach 
upon the exclusive province of the jury, and, so long as 
that is so, the remedy by charge from the Court is neces- 
sarily chimerical. 


I am satisfied that, viewed from every position, an 
optional statement by the defense would promote the ad- 
ministration of justice and that any objections that may 
be urged are more than counterbalanced by the advan- 
tages. Let me close this part of my paper by reference 
to a case in Barbour (Ayrault v. Chamberlain, 33 Barb., 
234), where, commenting on the English rule of antici; 
pating the defense, the Court said: “We do not require 
and I think should not allow an opening in respect to 
the defense, except in an incidental way by a brief state- 
ment of its general character.” Adopt that suggestion, 
not from the viewpoint of the plaintiff, but from that of 
the defendant, and I believe you will have added some- 
thing just and desirable to our trial practice. 


There are two other suggestions J should like to make 
this evening both in the direction of further reform in 
matters of trial procedure. The first is merely tentative, 
and 1 confess that my own opinion is not absolutely fixed. 
It concerns the right of allowing, in effect, a second sum- 
ming up, or rather a summing up in rebuttal, or, to be 
still more specific, when the plaintiff’s counsel has con- 
cluded, let the defendant’s counsel have the privilege of 
replying in a few brief words, correcting any misstate- 
ment or distortion of fact in his opponent’s argument. 
recognize many practical difficulties in the way of per- 
mitting this practice, primarily because the temptation to 
its abuse would be great. But, if both parts of each side's 
summing up were strictly limited to time, and the rebuttal 
on each side restricted to a concise statement or argu- 
ment, the chief difficulties might be readily overcome. Of 
course, the last word will still rest with the plaintiff, or 
with him who has the burden of proof. Our law regards 
the right of opening and closing as a substantial right, 
and naturally every change must be with due regard to 
that rule. The reason I feel that some such pratice 
should be permitted is fundamentally the same as that un- 
derlying the advocacy of the right to make the prelimi- 
nary statement. It is because the defendant, unavoidably 
perhaps, is always at a disadvantage. Not only has he to 
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wait until the plaintiff has pre-empted, as it were, the 
minds of the jury, in presenting the affirmative case, but 
he must yield also the last fling, the last impression on 
their minds. The plaintiff can choose his own battle- 
und, can pervert facts and venture statements, secure 
in the knowledge that his opponent will be afforded no 
rtunity to point out the error of his ways. In the 
heat of eloquence and prompted by the desire to win, that 
very knowledge will often induce statements which would 
never be made if counsel knew that his opponent would 
have the option to reply. The tearful appeal to sympathy 
could be minimized by a few sane words that would act as 
acold douche. A criminal once asking the last instruc- 
tions from his counsel, inquired: ‘When it comes to the 
sympathy part of your appeal to the jury, will you do the 
weeping or shall I?’’ While the weeping of counsel might 
not be prevented by allowing a reply its effect might 
at least be counteracted. So far from necessarily length- 
ening the trial, I am of the opinion that the privilege of 
reply would reduce the entire time given to closing. In 
the first place, this can be accomplished, as now, by the 
limitation exercised by the Court. But beyond this, de- 
fendant’s counsel is often compelled to go on a fishing 
expedition ; he must anticipate all the possible arguments 
of his opponent only to find, in the end, that many of them 
are not even alluded to. You have all heard of an attor- 
ney’s trying a case before the celebratd English hanging 
judge; the attorney, in closing for the defense, was re- 
fining and refining on the expected arguments of the pros- 
ecution. Finally, after nodding under his wig during the 
interminable windings of the speech of the defendant’s 
nsel, he scribbled a few lines on a piece of paper and 
Ri it handed to the astonished advocate, who read: “In- 
ternational Patience Competition: First Prize—The Judge 
and Jury in this cause. Second Prize—Job.” This out- 
jobing Job, gentlemen, might in a large measure be avoid- 
ed were counsel given a few words in rebuttal. It would 
do away with the elaboration on minor points and with the 
presentation of irrelevant matter, and confine the argu- 
ment to the central issues of the case. It would do away 
with another deplorable practice, that of framing requests 
tocharge on the facts, not in any hope of having the Court 
comply with the request, but simply for the purpose of 
improperly recalling to the attention of the jury certain 
facts which counsel wish to emphasize in rebuttal and 
which under the present practice they are foreclosed from 
doing. 
I come now to one last suggestion, to the value of which 
I entertain no doubt, and against which I can conceive no 
valid objection. This third reform in trial procedure, 
which should be adopted, is an interchange of requests to 
charge, prior to their submission to the Court. This does 
not apply to such oral requests as may be suggested by 
the main charge, but to those elaborate formulations 
which, at the close of every long trial, are submitted to 
the Court before counsel sum up. Case after case, fault- 
lessly tried on both sides, and as faultlessly ruled on by 
the Court in the course of the submission of evidence, is 
reversed, not for error in the main charge, but for charg- 
ing, or failing to charge, a particular request. A judge 
refuses a request, and naturally refrains from reading it. 
Counsel often with a more complete knowledge of all the 
intricacies of the law applicable to the issue, by virtue of 
prolonged study of the particular case in all its phases, 
May recognize the correctness of the request and, to se- 
cure himself against reversal, be quite willing, nay, even 
eager, to consent to it. But he does not even know, under 
our present practice, what is the nature of the request. 
He is quite powerless to remedy an improper refusal. It 
is only when he gets the minutes and prepares his case or 
amendments that he is, for the first time, advised of a 





proposition of law which he would willingly have allowed 

to go before the jury. 
In a recent case tried before me, which, while long, did 

not present many or difficult issues, I was flooded with 

somewhat like one hundred and forty requests from both 

sides. No refiner of gold ever hammered his metal to 

greater tenuity than did the opposing attorneys twist and 

turn their propositions of law. _ It was quite evident that 

on both sides eyes were fixed beyond the present to the 

appeal. The decisions had been ransacked ; now the lan- 

guage of one was followed, but context omitted, which 

gave the request quite a different complexion; now the 

language was artfully varied from the language of the 

case cited as authority, in the hope that the variance might 

escape the judge’s watchfulness. It was hair-splitting 

and jugglery of words reduced to a fine art. And yet the 

Court is expected, offhand, to pass accurately upon each 

and all. 1 know the popular fiction that a judge is infalli- 

ble. Where the subtle alchemy lies that transforms the 

fallible attorney into the infallible judge I have not been 

able to discover. It is not in the rarer atmosphere which 

the judge by his few feet of elevation over counsed 

breathes in his higher altitude; it is not hidden in the 

ample folds of his gown, which lends dignity, but not nec- 

essarily law. ‘The fiction of infallibility lies rather in the 
Court as an institution than in the Court as an individual. 

With the latter the fiction must often yield to the fact. 
Litigants should have protection against the errors of the 
judge earlier, if possible, than for the first time on ap- 
peal. An interchange of requests will prejudice no rights. 
It will enable counsel, by consent, to secure themselves 
against possible errors in propositions that are close or 
doubtful. Feeling sure of his case, counsel will often 
take the risk of an adverse request rather than let its re- 
fusal be the foundation of reversible error. The question 
is primarily a practical one, but behind it, as behind both 
of the others reforms suggested, is the substantial and 
main one underlying all procedure and all litigation—how 
shall our trials proceed so that Justice shall not be com- 
pelled to tear the bandage from her eyes to hold her bal- 
anced scales in even hands? 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


ASSUMPTION BY CORPORATION OF DEBT OF 
THIRD PARTY—WHEN WITHIN ITS POW- 


ERS. 
Farmers’ Bank of Kentucky vs. Ohio River Line Steam- 
boat Co. (Court of Appeals of Kentucky, decided 


May 10, 1900.) 
Where a steamboat company was organized to acquire and operate cer- 
tain boats, the assumption by the corporation of a debt which the seller of 
the boats had contracted in the construction, and the execution of a mort- 
gage to secure the debt, were within the powers of the corporation. 


Clay & Clay and M. C. & G. D. Givens for Plaintiff ; S. 


B. & R. D. Vance for Defendants. 

BURNAM, J.—The plaintiffs (appellees here), John H. Bar- 
rett, RB. G. Witt and thé Market National Bank of Boston, 
were creditors of the defendant C. G. Perkins. By assignment 
from Perkins, Barrett and Witt held certificate No. 6, for 40 
chares of the capital stock of the Ohio River Line Steamboat 
Company, as collateral security to indemnify them against 
loss as co-securities with Perkins upon a note due by the 
Hendcrson Buggy Company to one G, W. Campbell, for $3,333.33. 
datec April 25, 1899, and due in one year after date, while 
the Market National Bank held a similar certificate for 100 
shares of the capital-stock of the same corporation, which 
was pledged by Perkins as collateral security to secure the pay- 
ment of a judgment rendered against him in favor of plaintiff 
in the Cireuit Court of the United States for the District of 
Kentucky on the 28th day of January, 189%, for the sum of 
$10,000. with interest from March 26, 1894; and on the 25th 
day of August, 1897, this suit was instituted, seeking to sub- 
ject the interest of Perkins, represented by these certificates 
of stock in the steamboat company, to the payment of their 
respective demands. They allege, in substance, that at the time 
of the transfer to them of these certificates of stock the steam- 
boat company was the owner and in possession of two steam- 
boats (one named Royal, and the other Jewell); that subse- 














quently thereto on the 4th day of February, 1895, Perkins and 
J. B. Thompson, who were the president and secretary of the 
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boat company, and a majority of its directors, and who 
aaee the ment a its stock and had absolute control of its 
affairs, executed and delivered to the defendant the Farmers 
Bank of Kentucky a mortgage on these steamboats, their fur- 
niture, outfit and accoutrements, to secure two promissory 
notes (one for $23,100 and the other for $4,900), due and pay- 
able in four months after date; that the steamer Royal was 
destroyed by fire, and was insured for $15,000, which was paid 
to the Farmers’ Bank, and credited upon the $23,100 obliga- 
tion; and that Perkins and Thompson had sold and delivered 
the steamer Jewell to the said Farmers’ Bank, to be credited 
upon these obligations. They further allege that the debt for 
which the mortgage was executed to the Farmers’ Bank was 
not a debt of the steamboat company, and that there was no 
consideration given or paid to it for the execution of the mort- 
gage; that the steamboats were the only property owned by 
the steamboat company; that it was insolvent; and that the 
defendant the Farmers’ Bank of Kentucky holds the steam- 
boat Jewell, and the proceeds of the insurance paid to it, as 
trustee for the creditors and holders of the stock of the com- 
pany. The articles of incorporation of the steamboat com- 
pany are set forth in the petition, and show that the capital 
stock of the company was $50,000, divided up in 1,000 shares, 
of $50 each; that C. G. Perkins owned 599 shares, his wife, 
Annie T. Perkins, 200 shares; J. B. Thompson, 200 shares, and 
Recbert D. Vance, 1 share. They charge that the execution of 
the mortgage, and the payment of the insurance money, and 
delivery of the steamboat Jewell to the bank were in viola- 
tion of their rights as holders of the stock under the assign- 
ment from Perkins, and that they are entitled to receive their 
pro rata of these assets of the company, and ask that a 
receiver be appointed to take charge of the property of the 
steamboat company, and for a reference to the commissioner 
to ascertain their share of such assets according to the stock 
held by them. The defendant Perkins, for answer to the peti- 
tion of Barrett and Witt, says that he was only a surety on 
the note to Campbell; that the note was due on the 25th day 
of April, 1899, and that Campbell’s cause of action accrued on 
that day; that more than seven years had elapsed from the 
maturity of that note to the filing of this suit; and he pleads 
and relies upon the statute of limitation as a defense thereto. 
The Farmers’ Bank of Kentucky in its answer controverts the 
material allegations of the petition which are inconsistent with 
its right to subject the property, and avers that on the 4th day 
of February, 1895, the defendant, the Ohio River Line Steam- 
boat Company, for value received, executed and delivered to it 
its two promissory notes(one for $23,100 and the other for $4,900), 
due four months after date; that to secure the payment thereof 
the steamboat company executed and delivered to it a mort- 
gage upon its two boats; that there was paid thereon, out of 
the insurance money arising from the dstruction of the Royal, 
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the sum $13,577.75, leaving due and owing to it a balance of 

$14,422.25; that on the 22d day of April, 1896, it instituted suit 

for the collection of this balance, and the enforcement of the 

mortgage lien upon the Jewell, and on the 26th day of June, 

1296, a judgment was rendered for the amount of such balance, 

and for an enforcement of its lien by a sale of the steam- 

boat Jewell to satisfy such balance, which was had, and the 

proceeds of such sale applied as a credit upon the judgement; 

that this judgment has never been appealed from, vacated or 

modified, and is conclusive against the holders of the stock in 

the steamboat corporation, and of all the matters involved in 

this case. The pleadings being made up, on final trial the 

chancellor set aside the judgment of the Farmers’ Bank against 
the steamboat company, but confirmed the sale of the steamer 
Jewell thereunder, and decided that the bank was liable as 
trustee for the money arising from the insurance on the Royal 
and sale of the Jewell, subject to credits of $2,700 and $4,900, 
amounting in the aggregate to $7,600, which were found to be 
the debts of the Ohio River Line Steamboat Company; held 
that the balance of the $23,100 note was the individual debt of 
C. G. Perkins, and to that extent the note and mortgage were 
void as against the steamboat company; and directed that the 
overplus policy and the sale of the Jewell should be paid to 
the receiver, for the benefit.of the stockholders of the steam- 
boat company. Exceptions were taken to this judgment both by 
plaintiffs and defendants, and both have appealed to this court. 
The facts out of which this controversy arose, as shown 

by the bill of exceptions, are as follows: Perkins testifies that 
he built the steamboat Royal in 1892, and was the sole owner 
thereof; that subsequently, in 1893, he and J. B. Thompson 
built the steamboat Jewell in partnership, he being the owner 
of two-thirds, and Thompson of one-third; that the whole sum 
of the note for $23,100 was for money borrowed and used by him 
in the construction of the two boats, except $6,500, which was 
borrowed by him for another purpose upon his individual 
credit; that the whole of the $4,900 note was borrowed for the 
use of the steamboat company after its organization; that at 
the time the money was borrowed from the bank for the con- 
struction of the boats the bank knew for what purpose it was 
being obtained, and looked to the boats, through him, for the 
repayment thereof; that the steamboat company was organ- 
ized on the 2d day of December, 1893, with a capital stock of 
$50,000, but that no money was paid therefor by the stock- 
holders; that the two steamboats, by agreement between him- 
self and Thompson, were turned over to the company in pay- 
ment of the entire stock, and constituted its sole assets; that 
certificates were issued to himself and wife for 799 shares, to 
Thompson for 200 shares, and Vance for 1 share; that it was 
understood and agreed by the stockholders at the time of the 
organization of the company that the indebtedness which had 
been incurred by him to the bank should be assumed as an in- 
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debtedness of the steamboat company, and be paid by it, as 
this indetedness was, in the main, created to raise money with 
which to construct the boats. Mr. Starling, the cashier of 
the bank, testifies that the several notes which were con- 
solidated into the note for $23,100 were given by Perkins for 
the construction and running expenses of his two boats, Jewell 
and Royal, and that it was his understanding that these two 
notes were bound for the payment of the money so furnished; 
that the old notes were given up on the 4th day of February, 
189%, and the note for $23,100 executed in lieu thereof, in ac- 
cordance with this agreement; that previous to this date Per- 
kins had been trying to sell the Royal in order to take up 
this note; that the note for $23,100 included one for $1,200 bor- 
rowed on the 29th day of December, 1893, and also an item 
of $2,700, which was loaned direct to the steamboat company on 
the same date; and that on the day this note was executed the 
steamboat company borrowed an additional sum of $4,900,"and 
executed mortgages to secure both notes, the mortgage being 
signed by Perkins, as president, and Thompson, as secretary, 
of the company, and the notes in the name of the company, 
with Perkins and Thompson as securities; that on the 12th 
day of July, 1895, insurance was taken out on both boats, and 
the policies made payable to the bank, it having furnished the 
money with which to pay the premium. The interest of R. D. 
Vance in the company was only a nominal one, as he only held 
one share of stock, which was given to him for his services 
in writing out the articles of incorporation, and he himself 
testifies that he abandoned all claim te this share soon after 
the organization of the company. 

It seems to us, from the testimony, the attendant facts 
which surrounded the organization of the steamboat company, 
and the transfer to it of the boats without any money being 
paid therefor, it is impossible to escape the conclusion that it 
was a part of the scheme that the new organization should 
assume the payment of the outstanding liabilities of Perkins to 
the bank, which had, in the main, been created to construct 
these very boats. Perkins at that time had very little estate, 
outside of his interest in the boats and the business in which 
they were engaged. Both were clearly liable to the bank for 
the amount of its claims against him, and they were practi- 
cally the only security it had for the large sums of money 
which had been advanced to Perkins; and it had the right to 
demand that this security should be preserved in the transfer 
to the new company, which had no money, and paid nothing 
for the boats. 


The execution of the notes and mortgage by Thompson 
furnishes very satisfactory evidence that his understanding of 
the conditions on which the company acquired this property 
from Perkins was identical with that testified to by Perkins 
and Starling; and the first question to be determined, there- 
fore, is, did the steamship company have the right to acquire 





the interest of Perkins in the boats, subject to the condition 
that it should assume payment of certain definite and specific 
indebtedness due and owing by him at the time to the bank, 
and could it execute the mortgage on the boats to secure the 
payment of such indebtedness? The common law powers of 
private trading corporations of this character are ordinarily 
the same as those possessed by individuals, and may be em- 
ployed in the same manner, and, unless restricted by their 
charters or some positive or clearly implied prohibition of law, 
have the power to mortgage their property to secure the pay- 
ment of borrowed money or debts necessarily contracted in 
the course of their business to enable them to carry on the 
purposes of the corporation. The assumption by the steam- 
boat company of the indebtedness of Perkins, who owned 
three-fourths of its capital stock, to the bank, was in effect a 
borrowing of that much money from the bank to enable it to 
consummate the purpose of its creation, which was to acquire 
and operate the boats in question. And the fact that the bank 
continued to furnish the new organization the necessary funds 
to enable it to discharge its outstanding obligations to others 
and to pay its operating expenses is certainly very strong evi- 
dence of the existence of the alleged agreement. We think 
the assumption of this indebtedness was within the powers of 
the new corporation, especially when it was done with the 
knowledge and approval of all of its stockholders. It is a well 
recognized rule in courts of equity that the doctrine of ultra 
vires should not be allowed to prevail where it would defeat the 
ends of justice or work a legal wrong, and certainly it should 
not be invoked in a case of this sort to defeat the effect of 
an agreement which is clearly within the scope of the powers 
of a corporation of this character. It therefore follows that 
the notes executed to the bank by the steamboat company, 
and the mortgage made to secure them, are valid and enforce- 
able Pe naa in the hands of the bank, and should have been 
so a udged., 


The judgment is also erroneous on another ground. Appel- 
lees are not creditors of the corporation. They only stand, 
with respect to it, in the attitude of stockholders; and as such 
they were privies to the litigation in which the bank obtained 
a judgment for the balance due on their debt against the 
steamboat company, which is binding upon them until re- 
versed, modified, or set aside in a direct action instituted for 
that purpose. See Freem. Judgm. § 177; Black, Judgm. § 583; 
Van Fleet, Former Adj. p. 99%; Thomp. Corp. §§ 3392, $393: 
a Priv. Corp. § 726; Mor. Priv. Corp. 865; Herm. Estop. 
p. : 

A number of other errors are suggested, but, in view of 
the conclusions which we have reached on the points dis- 
cussed, it will be unnecessary to consider them. For the rea- 
sons indicated, the judgment is reversed, with instructions to 
the lower court to enter a judgment dismissing the petition. 
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Henry, Des Moines. 


a, J 9, 1883. 
an 

neg Bice eee 
‘Freasurer— Howell Fone, Top Topeka. 

i Gg. se a 

Organised April 2 20, 1899. 
President Henry P. Dart New Orleans. 
Secretary— Wm. 8S. Benedict, New Orleans. 


Organized March 1891. 
President—Wallace Whi Probing 
Gecretary and Treasurer— C. Cornish, Augusta. 





MINNESOTA. 
October 2. 1883.) 


(Organizea 
President—Moses E St. Paul. 
Secretary —Carl Gal fap Maneapely 
Treasurer —Da‘ . Simpson, 


MISSISSIPPI. 
President —Robert Lowry, Jackson. 
Secretary—W. R. , Jackson. 


Treasurer—C. M. W: marmew ol 
sOranatess d December 2, 1880.) 
President—Joseph J Charleston. 


Seoretary—C. F. Galiokens . Union. 
Treasurer—North T. aa ae ia. 


8, 1885. 
Presiden‘ freee , 
Erosident—Charloa Russell, Helena 
Treasurer F. D. Miracle Helena. 


Organised J: 27, 1900. 

anuary ) 
President—Jedze' udge E. Wake’ vey, Omaha. 
Secretary—Roscoe Pound, Lincoln. 


P. Davidson, Tecumseh. 


HAMPSHIRE. 
August 10, 1873.) 


(Organized 
President—George B French, aap. 
Secretary and Treasurer—Arthur H. Chase, Concord. 
NEW JERSEY. 
President—Eugs 6 Stevenson. 


—A.C Wall, Hudson. 
Senate ties. C. Black, Hudson. 


ws January 19, 
( an 1886.) 
pudiet-s. bo epee, a . 
Secretary— Edw Bartlet ta Fe. 
Treasurer—George W. Kn Santa Fe. 
NEW YORK. 
(Organised May 3. 1876.) 
President— Francis M. Finch, Ithaca. 
Correeponding Secreta E. Wadhame, Al 


bany. 
eorge Lawyer, Alban 
ae ome Ly Packham es ‘albany. 9 
Eel aga 


(Organized Feb. 10, 1899.) 
President—Charles M. Stedman 


Soeeeeny ead Saeaeneos C. C. Biggs, Chapel HM. 


Preaident—J. ee gas ney 
Secretary—J 


(Organised 31 July 8, 1880.) 
President—R. D. a Dayton 
| an + SS ong hrants, Ashland. 


mo 
(Organized October 18, 1890.) 
| nee nr a R. Webster, Portland. 
‘Treasurer—Chas. pone rye : aaa 


praidens$Sufen eee “mom 


Secretary —Ed P. Allinson, P 
Treasarer—W illiom Penn Lieyd, Mechanicsbarg. 


ODE ISLAND. 
May 14, 1898.) 


SOUTH CAROLINA 
‘ized December 11, 1884.) 


President—B. F. Whitner, Anderson. 
Secretary—John P. Thomas, Jr., Columbia 
O. Marshall, Columbus. 


Secretary and 


(Organized July i5, ——4 
Besretery_hartes & Bein 
Treasurer— William D. W' 
(Organized Jans 1894 
an 4 ) 
President—C. : arion, Balt Lake. 
ss , Salt Lake. 
Treasurer—George L. Se Salt Lake. 


rtm 1878. 
President—C eae. ; 


Secretary—George W. Montpelier. 
Treasurer— Hiram cami tpelier. 


July 6, 1888. 
proddet_ wi Tae tl 
Secretary and eee om C. Massie, Richmond 


(Organised January 19, 1888) 
Secretary—Nathan 8. Porter, 
Treasurer— William A. Peters. 


Fort Worth. 





ee July 8, 
President—L. J. Williams, Lewisburg. 
Gocnetery Tee W. Davis, Clarksburg. 
Treasurer—W. N. — ereburg. 





ISCONBIN, 
(Organised January 9, 1878.) 
President—Joshua Stark, Milwaukee. 


Treasurer—S. C. Hanks. iaring, 3 a 






THE AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 


The twenty-third annual meeting of 
the Association will be held at Saratoga 
Springs, N. Y., on Wednesday, Thurs. 
day and Friday, Aug. 29, 30 and 31, 1900, 

The sessions of the Association will be 
at 10.30 o’clock a. m. and 8 o’clock p, m, 
on Wednesday and Thursday, and at 
10.80 o'clock a. m. on Friday, at Con. 
vention Hall. 

The sessions of the Section of Legal 
Education will be held on Wednesday, 
Thursday and Friday afternoons at 3.3% 
o’clock at the same place. The session 
of Friday afternoon will be devoted to 
a conference of State Boards of Law Ex. 
aminers. 

On Tuesday morning at 10.30 o'clock 
there will be a meeting of representa- 
tives of law schools, called by invitation 
of the Section of Legal Education. 

The sessions of the Section of Patent, 
Trade Mark and Copyright Law will be 
held on Wednesday and Thursday after- 
noons at 3.30 o’clock in the court room in 
Convention Hall. 


The programme of the sessions of the 
Association is as follows: 


WEDNESDAY MORNING, 10.80 O'CLOCK. 

The President's address, by Charles F. 
Manderson, of Omaha, Neb., communi- 
cating the most noteworthy changes in 
statute law on points of general inter- 
est made in the several States by Con- 
gress during the preceding year. 

Nomination and election of members. 

Election of the General Council. 

Report of the secretary. 

Report of the treasurer. 

Report of the Executive Committee, 

WEDNESDAY EVENING, 8.00 O'CLOCK. 

A paper by Richard M. Venable, of 
Baltimore, Md., on “The Growth of 
Law.” 

A paper by Edward Avery Harriman, 
of Chicago, IIL, on “Ultra Vires Cor- 
poration Leases.” 

THURSDAY MORNING, 10.30 O'CLOCK. 

The annual address, by George R. 
Peck, of Chicago, Ill. 

Reports of standing committees. 

On Jurisprudence and Law Reform. 

On Judicial Administration and Reme- 
dial Procedure. 

On Legal Education and Admission to 
the Bar. 

On Commercial Law. 

On International Law. 

On Grievances. 

On Obituaries. 

On Law Reporting and Digesting. 

On Patent, Trade Mark and Copyright 
Law. 

THURSDAY EVENING, 8.00 O'CLOCK. 

A paper by John Bassett Moore, of 
New York, N. Y., on “A Hundred Years 
of American Diplomacy.” 

Reports of special committees: 

On Classification of the Law. 

On Indian Legislation. 

On Uniform State Laws. 

On Federal Code of Criminal 
cedure. 

On Penal Laws and Prison Discipline. 

On Federal Courts. 

On Appeals from Orders Appointing 
Receivers. 

On Industrial Property and Interna- 
tional Negotiation. 

On Title to Real Estate. 

On John Marshall Day. 

FRIDAY MORNING, 10.30 O'CLOCK. 

Nomination of officers. 

Unfinished business. 

Miscellaneous business. 

Election of officers. 

The Grand Union Hotel will be the 
general headquarters of members during 
the meeting. 
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The annual dinner will be given at 7 
o'clock on Friday evening at the Grand 
Union Hotel. 

A parlor in the Grand Union Hotel will 
be open as a reception room for the use 
of members and delegates during the 


meeting. 

Members and delegates are particular- 
ly requested to register their names as 
goon as convenient after their arrival in 


the Register of the Association, which 
will be kept in this room, and at Con- 
yention Hall during the sessions, in or- 
der that the list of those present may 
be complete. 

The members of the General Council 
will meet at the reception room at the 
Grand Union Hotel Tuesday evening, 
Aug. 28, at 8.30 o’clock. 


The attention of the various standing 
committees is called to the provision of 
the by-laws by which such commit- 
tees are required to meet every year, at 
such hour as their respective chairman 
may appoint, on the day preceding the 
annual meeting, at the place where the 
game is to be held. All such committees 
will also meet at the reception room at 
the Grand Union Hotel on Tuesday even- 
ing, Aug. 28, at 8.30 o’clock, for further 
consultation. 


The attention of committees is called 
to the following provision of the by-laws: 


“All committees may have their re- 
ports printed by the secretary, before the 
annual meeting. and any such report 
containing any recommendation for 
action on the part of the association, 
shall be printed, and shall be distributed 
by mail, by the secretary, to all members 
of the association, at least fifteen days 
before the annual meeting at which the 
report is proposed to be submitted.” 

It is desirable that all nominattions of 
new members, as far as possible, should 
be submitted to the general council at 
its first session on Wednesday morning. 
The mode of nomination will be found 
in Article IV. of the constitution, as fol- 
lows: Forms will be furnished by the 
secretary, if desired. Any nomination 
put in proper form and sent to the sec- 
retary before the meeting will be sub- 
mitted to the general council at its first 
session. 


CONSTITUTION. 


Article 1V.—All nominations for mem- 
bership shall be made by the local coun- 
cil of the State to the bar of which 
the persons nominated belong. Such nom- 
inations must be transmitted in writing 
to the chairman of the general council, 
and approved by the council, on vote by 
ballot. 

The general council may also nominate 
members from States having no local 
council, and at the annual meeting of 
the association, in the absence of all 
members of the local council of any 
State; Provided, That no nominations 
shall be considered by the general coun- 
cil, unless accompanied by a statement 
in writing by at least three members of 
the association from the same State with 
the person noinated, or, in their absence, 
by members from a neighboring State or 
States, to the effect that the person 
nominated has the qualifications required 
by the constitution and desires to be- 
come a member of the association, and 
—————s his admission as a mem- 

er, 

During the period between the annual 
meetings, members may be elected by the 
executive committee upon the written 
nomination of a majority of the vice- 
president and members of the local coun- 
cil of any State. 

The by-laws provide that each State 
Bar Association may annually appoint 
delegates, not exceeding three in num- 
ber, to the next meeting of the associa- 
tion. In States where no State Bar As- 
sociation exists, any City or County Bar 
Association may appoint such delegates, 
not exceeding. two in number. Such dele- 
gates are entitled to all the privileges of 


SECTION OF LEGAL EDUCATION, 
TUESDAY MORNING, 10.30 o'clock. 


Meeting of representatives of law 
schools. 
WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON, 3.30 o’clock. 


Chairman’s address, by Charles Noble 
Gregory, of the University of Wisconsin, 
on “The State of Legal Education in the 
World.” 

William Draper Lewis, of the Univer- 
sity of Pennsylvania, on “The Proper 
Preparation for the Study of Law.” . 
Discussion of papers. 
THURSDAY AFTERNOON 


David J. Hill, Assistant 
State, on “The Study of 
Law and Diplomacy.” 

H. B. Hutchins, of the University of 
Michigan, on “The Law School as a Fac- 
tor in a University Bducation.” 
Discussion of papers. 

FRIDAY AFTERNOON, 3.30 o'clock. 
Conference of members of State Boards 
of Law Examiners. 

CHARLES NOBLE GREGORY, 
Chairman of Section, 
Madison, Wis. 


3.30 o'clock. 


International 


GEORGE M. SHARP, 
Secretary of Section, 


12, E. Lexington street, Baltimore, Mary- 
land. 

The meetings will be held in Conven- 
tion Hall, except the meeting on Tues- 
day morning, which will be held in the 
court room in the same building. 


SECTION OF PATENT. TRADE MARK AND 
COPYRIGHT LAW 


WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON, 3.30 o’clock. 


Chairman’s address, by Frederick P. 
Fish, of Boston, Massachusetts. 


Report of committee on Federal Courts, 
by Robert S. Taylor, of Fort Wayne, 
Indiana. 

Report of committee on Patent Office 
practice, by James I. Kay, of Pittsburg, 
Pennsylvania. 


THURSDAY AFTERNOON, 3.30 o’clock. 


A paper by Lysander Hill, of Chicago, 
Tilinois. 

A paper by Arthur Steuart, of Balti- 
more, Maryland, on “Copyright for De- 
sign.”’ 

Report of committee on trade mark leg- 
islation, by Arthur Steuart, of Baltimore, 
Maryland. 

ARTHUR STEUART, 
Secretary of Section, 
Equitable Building, Baltimore, Md. 


ALABAMA 


The Alabama Bar Association held its 
sessions recently at Montgomery. The 
attendance this year was larger and 
more representative than for a number 
of years past, and the most genuine in- 
terest was manifested. The features 
were. the addresses of President Joseph 
J. Willett and Judge W. J. Curtis, of 
New York. The latte? took for his sub- 
ject “James Kent, the Father of Ameri- 
can Jurisprudence.’ Other important 
papers were read, among them being one 
by Associate Justice Dowdell in advo- 
cacy of raising the standard of admis- 
sion to the bar, and one by W. H. 
Thomas on “The Birth of Our Consti- 
tution.” 

Among the prominent attorneys pres- 
ent were Judge W. H. Curtis, of New 
York; Hon. J. J. Willett, Col. W. J. Sam- 
ford, Gen. George P. Harrison, Gen. J. 
W. A. Samford, Judge A. H. Alston, 
Judge A. D. Sayre, Col. A. A. Wiley, 
Hon. John W. Tomlinson, Attorney Gen- 
eral Brown, Chief Justice McClellan, Col. 
R. F. Ligon, J. T. Weakley, Justice J. R. 
Dowdell, ex-Attorney General W. L. 
Martin, Hon, Robert J. Lowe, John V. 
Smith, D. BE. Heflin, Mac A. Smith, Vir- 
gil S. Bouldin, D. P. Bestor, S&S. L. 
Brewer. 

An election of new officers resulted as 
follows: 

For President—Thomas G. Jones, 

For Vice-Presidents (in the order 
named)—Messrs. John W. Tomlinson, 
Lawrence Cooper, J. J. Mayfield, D. P. 


Secretary of | 


, System.” 


“a Secretary and Treasurer-Alex 
roy. 
Executive Committee—W. L, Martin, 
W. W. Pearson, 8S. H. Dent, Jr., Phares 
Coleman. 
Central Committee—BD. L. Russell, J, 
W. Gray, S. D. Weakley, 8. W. John, F. 
G. Bromberg. 

CALIFORNIA. 
The Fresno County Bar Association 
recently held a business and social ses- 
sion. It was the last meeting of the year 
and one of the best attended. 
M. V. Ashbrook reported the passage 
of the act of Congress creating a Fed- 
eral Court here and summarized the 
work that had been done on behalf of 
the bill, including the action taken by 
the San Joaquin Valley Commercial As- 
sociation. 
On motion a resolution was adopted 
extending the thanks of the association 
to Senators Bard and Perkins and Con- 
gressman Needham; also Senator Bates 
of Tennessee, who took an active interest 
in securing the passage of the bill. The 
action of the president and secretary in 
thanking these statesmen when the pas- 
sage of the bill was announced was ap- 
proved. 
George Gosgrave moved that the asso- 
ciation adopt a resolution of regret at 
the departure from Fresno of W. P. Hub- 
bard, in recognition of that gentleman's 
service in the past, and best wishes for 
the future. The resolution was adopted, 
as was also a similar one on the depart- 
ure of Attorney L. W. Moultrie, who re- 
cently removed to San Francisco. 
The feature of the evening was a 
paper read by N. H. Peterson, the former 
court reporter. His theme was: “Judges 
—A Few of the Evils of the Elective 
Justice of the Peace St. John 
read an interesting paper entitled “The 
Trials and Tribulations of a Justice of 
the Peace,” the first of which was the 
receiving of the nomination from his 
party and next the trouble and vexation, 
the slanders and contributions of the 
campaign. Then come the worries 
dent to the office, a number of which the 
speaker related. Many of them were 
quite amusing. His Honor told how he 
once asked a blushing bride the nativity 
of her parents, whereupon she replied 
that her mother was born in America, 
but that her father was a native of Mis- 


souri. 
COLORADO. 


The opening session of the third annual 
meeting of the Colorado Bar Association 
was held in the Senate chamber of the 
State Capitol. A fair proportion of the 
150 members of the association was pres- 
ent. 

Cersiderable interest has been mani- 
fested in the work of the association be- 
cause of its successful efforts to weed 
cut undesirable members of the legal pro- 
fession and the reforms in legal proced- 
ure which it has suggested. 

Caldwell Yeaman, president of the as- 
sociation, called the session to order, and 
ealled for the report of the committee 
on membership. The following were 
placed in nomination and_ elected to 
membership in the. association: 


Jesse H. Blair, Denver. 

Carlton M. Bliss, Denver. 

N. M. Campbell, Colorado Springs. 
Henry H. Clark, Cripple Creek. 

Walter W. Davis, Leadville. 

Frank E. Gregg, Denver. 

Albert E. Grier, Denver. 

Charles Hartzell, Denver. 

Cass E. Herringtadn, Denver. 

John S. Hunt, Colorado Springs. 
Frederick W. Leinau, Denver. 
Herry A. Lindsley, Denver. ae 
Johr S. Macbeth, Denver. 

John M. Maxwell, Leadville. 

John A. Perry, Denver. 

Harvey Riddell, Denver. 

John R. Smith, Denver. 

Ralph E. Stevdns, Denver. 

L. F. Twitchell, Denver. 

Lewis S. Young, Boulder. 

President Yeaman made his annual ad- 
dress. He first congratulated the asso~- 








membership at the meeting. 





Bestor, W. L. Parks. 


ciation on its growth, which, he said, 
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had been steady and substantial, al- 
though all new members had been care- 
fully chosen from the best men in the 
profession. He said that, although the 
association had already done much, it 
by no means had reached its full meas- 
ure of usefulness. Much of the work is 
necessarily done by committees, and in 
speaking of the results accomplished by 
the grievance committee Mr. Yeaman 


d: 

The result of its labors is not to be 
measured by the number of disbarment 
proceedings commenced nor by any num- 
ber successfully prosecuted. Neverthe- 
less it is interesting to note that since 
the first committee was appointed it has 
had presented and has fully investigated 
and considered twenty-seven complaints 
against members of the bar in this State 
and has authorized proceedings in the 
Supreme Court for disbarment in eigh- 
teen of these cases. Of these, sixteen 
proceedings have been commenced and 
six have been prosecuted to a successful 
conclusion. Nine cases are now being 
actively prosecuted.” 

Mr. Yeaman then spoke of the work 
accomplished by the committees on edu- 
cation and law reform. In referring to 
the decisions handed down by the courts, 
he said: 

“Much of the decisions of our two ap- 
pellate courts evince learning, discrimi- 
nation and a high degree of judicial acu- 
men. One, especially, has attracted 
widespread interest and general atten- 
tion. This one has commanded the high- 
est respect from the thoughtful citizen, 
whether lawyer or layman. All of the 
others combined have not had so strong 
a tendency to establish the character of 
the Supreme Court for fearlessness, inde- 
pendence and learning, and to place that 
tribunal upon so high a pinnacle, as the 
able, comprehensive and conclusive opin- 
ion involving the constitutionality of an 
act of the last General Assembly limit- 
ing the hours of employment in under- 
ground mines and in smelting and ore 
refining works, generally known as the 
eight-hour law. 


“No attempt will be made to sum- 
marize this opinion. In substance it holds 
that such legislation is not a valid exer- 
cise of the police power for the protection 
ef public health; that such an act is 
class legislation and violates that pro- 
vision of the bill of rights which guaran- 

. tee to all persons as natural, essential 
and inalienable rights, those of enjoying 
and defending their lives and liberties, 
of acquiring, possessing and protecting 
property and of seeking and obtaining 
their safety and happiness. 

“In the lucid and masterful opinion of 
Mr. Chief Justice Campbell, it is made 

. entirely clear that the act is especially 
and distinctly harmful to working men 
in the industries named; that it imposes 
upon them burdensome restrictions from 
which others are exempt, and that if 
upheld, it would operate as a limitation 
upon the liberty of contract and upon the 
right of acquiring, possessing and pro- 
tecting their property, and that as to 
such laborers, that is, laborers engaged 
in the employments enumerated, it was 
an unjust and arbitrary attempt to ex- 
ercise legislative authority and control. 
“The rights of the citizens of this state 
thus fearlessly upheld were not created 
by the constitution, but merely recog- 
nized and recited as among those exist- 
ing in all free states as natural and in- 
alienable—those which no legislative 
power can abridge or destroy. They are 
fundamental under our form of govern- 
ment and their loss would be a blow at 
the liberty of citizenship, and tend to the 
ultimate destruction of republican insti- 
tutions. Nevertheless, by reason of the 
impulsive utterances of class leaders and 
the criticism of others who act without 
serious consideration, this decision has 
not only been misunderstood, but mis- 
construed to be a blow at the wage-earn- 
ers of our commonwealth. Already mur- 
murs of discontent are heard, threats 
are made against the judges who thus 
' learnedly expounded and fearlessly pro- 





tected the constitutional rights, and this 
discontent and these threats have crys- 
allized into political activity. 

“To the thoughtful lawyer, as well as 
to the conservative and patriotic layman, 
these facts are evidence of a serious and 
threatening condition. That condition 
ealls for a remedy. The question for so- 
lution is, What shall the remedy be? 
How shall the dignity, integrity and in- 
dependence of the bench be preserved? 

“In my judgment, the answer to this 
question is involved in a determination 
of the method of selecting the judges, 
their term and tenure of office. This 
vital question is commanding the especial 
attention of the bar, and receiving the 
earnest consideration of many thought- 
ful laymen. The demand for a more per- 
fect system reflects a growing sentiment 
among those who esteem an honorable 
and effective public service as more de- 
sirable than party ascendency or dis- 
tribution of offices. The thought is to 
adopt some system by which the judicial 
office can be placed beyond the control 
or influence cf political organizations, 
beyond the behests of party or class 
leaders, and to establish it more firmly 
in the respect, confidence and esteem of 
the public. 

“It may not be feasible to do more 
than secure ain election of judges unin- 
fluenced by the excitement, prejudice and 
hostility of party contests, but such a 
measure, though a distinct improvement 
upon the existing system, would not ac- 
complish all that seems to be demanded. 
History, observation, experience and re- 
flection, seem conclusively to demon- 
strate the wisdom of an appointive judi- 
ciary with a tenure of good behavior. 

“It is no discredit to the electors in 
genera! to say that as a rule they have 
no opportunity which enables them to 
form a correct opinion as to what mem- 
ber of the legal profession has that ex- 
tent and character of learning, and that 
peculiar mental inclination which quali- 
fies him for the bench. Those best quali- 
fied for such positions rarely possess the 
other qualities which command pwblic 
attention and draw to them that support 
now necessary to secure an election to 
the judicial position. It is those en- 
dowed with showy talents or glittering 
accomplishments who create upon the 
average citizen the most agreeable im- 
pression and through such impressions 
secure public favor and party popularity. 
lt is no discredit to this class, having 
within its ranks many estimable mem- 
bers of the bar to say it is not infre- 
quently true that they possess few qual- 
ities necessary for the successful and 
satisfactory administration of the judi- 
cial office. 

“The science of the law is a specialty 
involving profound, abstruse and un- 
common learning. For this reason, if for 
no other, the selection at popular elec- 
tions for political reasons, of those who 
are to administer the laws, to make a 
practical application of this science, is 
no more justified than would be a se- 
lection in the same manner and for the 
same reasons of the president or a pro- 
fessor of mathematics, or an instructor 
in some department of science or phil- 
osophy for our State university.” 

R. 8S. Morrison prepared a paper on 
“The Relation of the Bar Association to 
the Bench,” which was read by Harvey 
Riddell. Mr. Morrison was detained in 
the Federal Court. ‘ 


Law reform was the most important 
matter discussed at the morning session 
on June 28. The committee on law re- 
form reported a bill for enactment by the 
coming legislature proposing an amend- 
ment to the State constitution affecting 
the higher judiciary of the State, the 
Supreme Court in particular, and the 
time for the election and commencement 
of the services of the justices of the Su- 
preme Court and the judges of the Dis- 
trict Court. 

The morning session also heard the re- 
port of Secretary Lucius W. Hoyt, who 
caid that the membership of the associa- 
tion & date is 146. Mr. Hoyt also, as 








SS 
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treasurer, reported that the association 
has in its treasury a balance of $287.67, 

K. R. Babbitt, of Colorado Spri 
then presented a paper on “The Law Side 
of the Porto Rican Question,” show; 
the different arguments on both sides 
“regarding the limitations upon the right 
of the United States to acquire and goy. 
ern new territory.” Mr. Babbitt closeg 
by saying that “it is not clearly appar. 
ent why the status of our new acquisj- 
tions should not rest firmly on the up. 
changing constitution rather than on the 
caprice of successive Congresses.” 

Henry F. May read a paper on “The 
Office of Attorney-at-Law,” tracing the 
history of the profession from the time 
when litigants were often represented 
by upper servants before such courts as 
were then in vogue, up to the present 
and its high ethical stamdards, which 
the best representatives of the profession 
endeavor to*Maintain, expound the law 
and prove themselves worthy of the con- 
fidence of clients and the best interegts 
of the people. 

“Has the United States Outgrown the 
Constitution?” was the subject of the 
annual address by Hon. John L. Web- 
ster, of Omaha, which commanded the 
close attention of the members through- 
out its full exposition of the question. 

The following officers were elected for 
next year: President, Moses Hallett; 
first vice-president, K. R. Babbitt, of 
Colorado Springs; second vice-president, 
James W. McCreery, of Greeley; secre. 
tary and treasurer, Lucius W. Hoyt, of 
Denver. 

The convention then adjourned. 


GEORGIA. 


The electicn of officers of the Georgia 
Ear Association took place on July 6 at 
the seventeenth annual meeting, held at 
Warm Springs, and resulted as follows: 

Warner P. Hill, Greenville, president. 

Charlton Battle, Columbus, first vice- 
president. 

John C. Hart, Union Point, second vice- 
president. 

B. H. Hill, Atlanta, third vice-presi- 
dent. 

A, F. Daley, Wrightsville, fourth vice- 
president. 

J. B. Burnside, Hamilton, fifth vice- 
president. 

Executive Committee—Burton Smith, 
Atlanta, chairman; J. M. Terrell, Green- 
ville; Bolling Whitfield, Brunswick; 
Lloyd Cleveland, Griffin; A. R. Lawton, 
Savannah. 

O. A. Park, Macon, secretary. 

Z. D. Harrison, Atlanta, treasurer. 

Judge William Wirt Howe, of New 
Orleans, addressed the bar association 
on “The Law of Primitive People.” 

The speaker recalled a quaint utter- 
ance of Chief Justice Bleckley, that 
among the most sacred rights of the in- 
dividual man was “the right not to be 
bored,” and he proceeded in the interest 
of brevity to eliminate from the topic 
much that might be properly considered 
if one were writing a book; and confined 
himself to the ideas of primitive law 
among our ancestors of Aryan or Indo- 
Germanic descent, illustrating the sub- 
ject, however, by references to the cus- 
tomary law of Semitic people, especially 
as shown in the Bible. 

The earliest ideas of primitive law 
were derived from the primitive house- 
hold, and were associated with ances- 
tral worship. Departed ancestors were 
supposed to still exist as members of the 
family near or about their tombs, which 
even in later Roman law were considered 
as religious places dedicated to the gods 
of the underworld. As late as the year 
1847, the question was considered by the 
Louisiana court, whether this idea of Ro- 
man law still prevailed in Louisiana, it 
being held, however, that it had become 
extinct. The domestic hearth with its 
sacred fire was not a mere convenience, 
but was also an object of reverence and 
of customary rites, and the common 
meal in the presence of this domestic 
altar became sacramental in its char- 
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acter. Household gods represented by 
gmall images became an important part 
of the family possessions, They are men- 
tioned in the Book of Genesis and in other 
parts of the Old Testament and by Hor- 
ace in his ode to Phidyle. They endured 
as objects of reverence down to medieval 
times in Europe as well as Asia. They 
became the Little People, the Brownies, 
the House Spirits, the Hobgoblins; 
frowned upon by the church, a good deal 
reduced in circumstances, but still cher- 
ished and believed to be ready to help 
those who were kind to them. It has 
been thought that All Saints day was 
founded upon this idea and allowed by 
the church as a kind of compromise. 

The primitive race with whom Judge 
Howe dealt had as a rule the institution 
we know as the Agnatic family, a group 
in which kinship was reckoned through 
the male line, it being believed that males 
alone could preserve and celebrate the 
household worship as well as the secular 
administration. At the head of the fam- 
ily was the house father, with that pa- 
ternal power which is such a prominent 
feature in ancient law. The father of 
the family, in relation to the household 
group, was prophet, priest and king. As 
prophet, he was a teacher and handed 
down the experience of the past; as 
priest, he conducted the family worship; 
as king, he was the sovereign of the 
group—a fact that explains the legal na- 
ture of the ancient paternal power. 

Having considered at some length the 
primitive law of persons, the speaker 
proceeded to take up the primitive law of 
property. Waiving the question as to 
whether individual property came first or 
whether the idea was derived from prop- 
erty held in common, we find the primi- 
tive family possessed of certain objects 
of ownership which were essential to 
family life, such as land, or the right to 
occupy land, slaves, domestic animals, 
agricultural implements and the like. 
Certain objects of this kind were called 
in early Roman law res mancipi, and 
could only be acquired and alienated by 
yarious ceremonies which seem very 
technical, but had at least this meaning, 
that the property belonged to the fam- 
ily and many persons were interested in 
it either immediately or remotely. The 
gens might also have common property, 
and so eventually might the city. With 
the city came the idea of the difference 
between public and private property, and 
between property in commerce and prop- 
erty out of commerce. 

After considering the topics of persons 
and property, the speaker then proceeded 
to discuss ideas of primitive procedure. 
It was difficult for primitive people to at- 
tain to the conception of some outside 
human power that might be appealed to 
in order to arbitrate a dispute, and there 
seems to have been the usual trouble in 
devising a method by which some tri- 
bunal of this sort might acquire juris- 
diction. We need not be surprised at 
this, however, when we remember how 
difficult it was in early times in England 
to devise some method by which an ac- 
eused person could be compelled to plead. 
or a defendant made to appear in chan- 
cery. In the family the house father ex- 
ercised a large and useful jurisdiction, 
and we find examples in Rome in historic 
times of this jurisdiction being exercised 
in rivalry with the power of the city. In 
the earliest times, crimes would be most- 
ly those of violence and would be 
avenged by the family of the injured per- 
fon, but after a time there came to be 
Some development of a sort of criminal 
justice and of procedure, under which 
Personal injuries could be satisfied by the 
Dayment of money. The writer of the 
Iliad mentions a trial scene of this sort 
as delineated on the shield of Achilles 
ani which resembled the early Roman 
action called Sacramentum, It would ap- 
op that in the early times a suit would 

begun by the plaintiff seizing the de- 
fendant on the highway and taking him 
ore a magistrate. This kind of pro- 
cess is alluded to in the Twelve Tables 





and also in the Sermon on the Mount. 

All early precedure was very technical. 
Primitive people seem to be like children. 
They are very conservative and do not 
like to change the method of doing 
things. Examples of curious technicali- 
ties were given from the early law of 
Rome and the early law of Iceland. But 
there was a gradual reform of procedure 
in the direction of simplicity which is 
well exemplified in the juristic history of 
Rome. The ancient legal actions there 
were gradually expanded or superseded 
by the formulary procedure, in which the 
magistrate framed a kind of declaration 
and sent it to a referee or referees to be 
tried. In the later empire, this formu- 
lary proceeding disappeared, and proce- 
dure became very much like what it is 
to-day in admiralty and equity, the suit 
being begun by a petition or libel, and 
the defendant filing an exception or an- 
swer. 

The speaker concluded his address by 
drawing a line between ancient and 
modern times. In ancient time, what 
was called religion, with its ceremonial 
observances, was hardly distinguished 
from what we should call law; and it 
might be said that modern times begin 
with a full recognition of the distinction 
between religion and law; with a full re- 
ception of the doctrine that the kingdom 
of God is not of this world, and that the 
power of the State is to be confined to the 
plane of what we know as public and 
private law. And looking simply from the 
human and historic side, we may per- 
haps see one reason why the Christian 
church, which had so much to do with 
the development of medieval and modern 
law, made such rapid progress in the 
early centuries of our era. We do not 
refer to its creeds or its metaphysics, but 
to its organization. The old order was 
passing away—the ancient household was 
becoming archaic and out of date. The 
genealogic clans were yielding to the 
power of the city-state. The city-state 
herself was becoming outgrown and un- 
wieldy. 

And so there came a new household, 
the household of faith; a new clanship, 
related not by human birth or by legal 
adoption, but by what was believed to be 
a divine paternity—a clanship whose hero 
and eponym was Christ; and a city mys- 
tic and wonderful; not laid down on any 
map of the geographer, but seen only in 
apocalyptic vision; whose citizenship was 
open to all, patrician and plebeian, rich 
and poor, bond and free, a city of refuge 
indeed for men of sorrows as well as 
prosperous folk, for men who had no 
earthly civic right or power and for 
whom the ancient order had no place; a 
city to which the outlander was as wel- 
come as the burgher. 

The banquet was a success. An inter- 
esting feature was the presence of the 
ladies, who attended in large numbers, 
fully fifty being present. The ladies 
were given seats at the tables and sat 
through the entire proceedings, seeming 
to enjoy every speech. 

The first speaker on the programme 
was Judge Howard Van Epps. 

After the remarks of Judge Van Epps, 
President Lamar, who was acting as 
toastmaster, called on Col. Alexander R. 
Lawton, of Savannah, for a song. Col. 
Lawton was taken by surprise, but re- 
spcended by singing, “Take Me Back to 
Dixie.” The banqueters, assisted by the 
ladies, joined in the chorus. Col. Lawton 
responded to the encore by singing an- 
other verse of the song. 

Alex Smith, of Atlanta; J. K. Orr, of 
Atlanta; P. W. Meldrim, of Savannah; 
Col. W. A. Henderson and others spoke. 


ILLINOIS. 


The twenty-fourth annual meeting of 
the State Bar Association was held at 
the Chicago Beach Hotel, Chicago, July 
12 and 13, 1900. More than one hundred 
and fifty members were present, among 
whom were: 

Judge C. C. Kohlsaat, United States 
District Court, Northern District of Illi- 





nois; Judge W. J. Allen, United States 
District Court, Southern District of Illi- 
nois; Judge John B. Cassody, Chief Jus- 
tice of the Wisconsin Supreme Court; 
Judge Cartwright, Illinois Supreme 
Court; ex-Judge H. W. Blodgett, Judge 
William L. Goss, James H. Eckels, Judge 
Jesse Holdom, Judge Elbridge Hanecy, 
Judge Nathaniel C. Sears, Judge Theo- 
dore Brentano, Judge M. F. Tuley, Judge 
Edmund W. Burke, Jesse Baldwin, 
Ephraim Banning, Gen. John C. Black, 
E. R. Bliss, Lester L. Bond, James B. 
Bradwell, B. O. Brown, John G. Brennan, 
John W. Ela, 8. S. Gregory, A. H. Gross, 
Isaac M, Hamilton, A. J. Hirschl, George 
Hunt, Harvey B. Hurd, Robert E. Jen- 
kins, Charles E. Kremer, Levy Mayer, 
Robert McMurdy, Adolph Moses, Jacob 
Newman, H. R. Pearson, Robert Rae, 
James H. Raymond, Julius Rosenthal, 
Frank H. Scott, E. B. Sherman, Edwin 
Burritt Smith, Howard L. Smith, George 
W. Wall, Lessing Rosenthal, Charles 8. 
Cutting, Lysander Gage and Mrs. Cath- 
erine Waugh McCullough. 

President Benson Wood called the as- 
semblage to order at 11 o’clock and pro- 
ceeded to deliver his annual address, a 
portion of which is as follows: 

Gentlemen of the State Bar Associa- 
tion:—Our association is older than that 
of any of the States and Territories, with 
but three exceptions. It antedates that 
of the American Bar Association, and 
goes back to January 4, 1877. On that 
day some ninety gentlemen of the bar of 
the State met in convention at Spring- 
field, and took the initial step that has 
resulted in the permanent establishment 
of this association. Most of those who 
participated in that preliminary meeting 
and many who became members during 
the first year, by virtue of their attend- 
ance upon it, have been permitted by a 
kind Providence to remain until this day. 
But the shadow has encompassed some. 
Ficklin, Decius, Townshend, Cooper, 
Gregg, Gillespie, McNulta, Swan, Wil- 
liams, Boyd, Puterbaugh, Greene, Hay, 
Hinchcliffe, Munn, and perhaps some 
others, whose names escape my recollec- 
tion, have gone hence. Those were genial 
and gentlemanly lawyers, whom it was 
a pleasure to meet at our annual meet- 
ings. We recognized them all as able 
and honorable men in their profession. 
Nearly every one had served the State 
in high and responsible positions, dis- 
charging public duty faithfully and well. 

There will be an opportunity during 
this meeting of hearing some words from 
each of the original members, who may 
be present. 

As there has been no session of the 
Legislature during the past year, there 
are no changes in the legislation of the 
State to be embodied in the address of 
your presiding officer. In a few in- 
stances, statutes and city and village or- 
dinances have been found obnoxious to 
the State or Federal Constitution, and 
have, therefore, been properly declared 
void by the courts. An examination of 
these cases will disclose that generally 
the legislative authority has acted has- 
tily and inconsiderately; but occasionally 
a deliberate attempt has been manifested 
to conserve particular interests, or un- 
favorably affect others. All such statutes 
and ordinances appropriately fall under 
the head of “class legislation.” They 
are by no means confined to Illinois. 
The desire that State or Nation should 
give to us some legal advantage over our 
neighbors, is quite as universal as in the 
olden time, when favorites sought and 
obtained special privileges, under the 
assumed prerogative of King or Emperor, 
We are, however, more fertile in excuses 
for such favors in the present day. They 
are asked, and not infrequently granted, 
on the alleged ground that the publio 
good will be thereby conserved; or, that 
the many will be protected against the 
oppression or exactions of the few; or, 
that citizens of same particular calling or 
vocation are entitled to certain favors or 
immunities in legislation that others 
more affluent, or perhaps fortunate, may 
not have. As a large refuge we seek 
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shelter under “the police power of the 
State,’ when legislation is demanded to 
shield us from the inconvenient and an- 
noying competition of those of larger 
enterprise, capital or capacity than our- 
selves. 

One of two things may be stated in 
excuse, if not in justification, of the in- 
corporation system of Illinois. It is as 
good as that of many of the States, and 
much better than that of others. Some 
of our citizens are accustomed to jour- 
ney to distant States to incorporate 
under laws more lax than our own. It 
is entirely impartial. Any five citizens, 
irrespective of race, class, color or previ- 
ous condition, may avail themselves of 
the benefits of its provisions, if they are 
able to raise the moderate and necessary 
fees. A “monopoly corporation’ can no 
more be created under our laws than a 
monopoly child could be born within the 
State. Every citizen has the equal right 
to have his individuality, and his busi- 
ness, swallowed up by the corporation. 
By the letter of the law, and the right of 
consolidation, every corporation has the 
equal right to buy up the franchises, pro- 
perty and business of other corporations, 
to the limit of its financial ability, or to 
the extent of its capacity to borrow 
money for that purpose. We need not 
deceive ourselves. The “combine”’ by in- 
dividuals is shielded by constitutional 
law, if not by individual right. The 
“combine,” by corporations is made pos- 
sible by statute. The strictly legal for- 
mation by corporations of what is com- 
monly understood by the term “trust” is 
made easy and simple by the letter of 
our law. 

And yet the people are not helpless be- 
Yore them. The combinations and con- 
spiracies of individuals to corner and 
forestall markets are still punishable and 
preventable by law. The consolidated 
company, the “trust” and the “combine” 
have no greater powers wr privileges 
than the individual corporations that or- 
ganized them. They are as much subject 
to law after their formation, as were 
their constituent members before. We 
hear no serious complaint of the system 
of laws that permits their existence. We 
may insist, as we lawfully can, that 
every corporate body or association of 
persons, natural or artificial, whose being 
is made possible by law, no matter by 
what name it may be called, shall do no 
act to the injury of public or private 
right. 


We can not very well undo what has 
been done in the past thirty years. It is 
perhaps apparent now, that it would have 
been better if our laws had confined the 
object and end of the corporation to the 
comparative few enterprises requiring 
greater than individual capital. Perhaps 
it would have been better, had the small 
business of the country been left to die 
with its owner, and go into liquidation 
and settlement, like his estate. But it is 
not wisdom to dwell on what might have 
been under other circumstances, when 
the solution of present problems is be- 
fore us. ° 

It would be a dangerous experiment 
now to entirely repeal, or radically 
change our incorporation laws. It would 
be more dangerous to attempt, by stat- 
ute, to revoke charters. Too many rights 
have become vested, too much property 
is owned and controlled by corporations 
to be destroyed or its value impaired. 
Drastic legislation would cause too much 
loss and inconvenience to the people, 
and in the end defeat its own object. 

It was characteristic of the common 
law that it first made use of existing 
remedies to redress all wrongs. It did 
not prescribe them in advance. The very 
fact that it did provide for the con- 
trol and correction of the corporation is 
positive evidence that people then suf- 
fered from its misbehaviors, as they do 
now. It long ago settled questions iden- 
tical to those now confronting us, ac- 
cording to the principles of justice and 
right. In dealing with the corporation 
at the present time, we must come to 
that test, and time will not impair it. 





The courts can apply it, and upon their 
judgments, rather than the amendment 
of organic or statutory law, largely rests 
the hope of the people for such relief as 
they ought to have from any evils occa- 
sioned by the wrongful acts of the civil 
corporation.” 

Hon. S. S. Gregory, president of the 
Chicago Bar Association, delivered an 
address on “Earl Camden.” 

Mr. George F. McNulty spoke feelingly 
of “the Founders of the Association.” 

Judge William L. Gross, the member 
of the practice commission nominated by 
the Illinois State Bar Association, made 
a report of the work of the practice com- 
mission. 

An interesting paper upon “Statute 
Making”’ was delivered by the Hon. Har- 
vey B. Hurd. 

Officers for the ensuing year were 
elected as follows: President, Judge 
Jesse Holdom, of Chicago; first vice pres- 
ident, John S. Stevens, of Peoria; second 
vice president, William M. Warnock, of 
Edwardsville; third vice president, W. R. 
Hunter, of Kankakee; secretary and 
— James H. Matheny, of Spring- 

eld. 

Judge William L. Gross submitted the 
report of the special commission ap- 
pointed by the Legislature to formulate 
desired changes in the legal practice act, 
and the rules of procedure. The sug- 
gestions contained in the document will 
be presented to the Legislature this 
winter. 

Judge Jacob Wilkin, of the Supreme 
bench, touched a responsive chord in the 
legal minds assembled at the banquet 
when he said: ‘The interests of the Su- 
preme Court and the bar of the State are 
one and the same. The Supreme Court 
is in sympathy and harmony with the 
bar in every effort to elevate the pro- 
fession and practice of the law.” 


Judge Christian C. Kohlsaat, of the 
Federal bench, was received with ap- 
plause, and spoke on the subject, “The 
Legal Instinct Applied.” James H. 
Eckles, former Comptroller, spoke on the 
subject, “The Lawyer as a Financier.” 

“The Lawyer’s Vacation,” an unknown 
quantity to many of the profession, was 
the subject of a short talk by Howard 
Leslie Smith, and the trials and triumphs 
of the country lawyer were reviewed by 
James M. Sheean, of Galena. 

Judge Jesse Holdom, president-elect of 
the association, closed the programme 
with an address on “The Quarter Cen- 
tury,” in which he reviewed the course 
of the Illinois organization from its in- 
ception, twenty-four years ago, and re- 
ferred to the illustrious men who at 
various times have been at its head. 


INDIANA. 


The annual meeting of the Indiana 
Bar Association was held at Indianapolis 
on Tuesday and Wednesday, July 10 
and 11. 

President Robert S. Taylor, of Fort 
Wayne, delivered an address on 
“‘Judges,”’ and was followed by Senator 
William Lindsay, of Frankfort, Ky., who 
spoke on “The Pacification of Cuba in 
Its Legal and Constitutional Aspects.” 
In the afternoon various routine busi- 
ness was transacted. On Wednesday 
morning Hon. Frank S. Roby, of Auburn, 
spoke on “The Legal Right of the Next 
Generation,” and Evans Wollen, of In- 
dianapulis, read a paper treating of “The 
Law and the Striker.” 

“The Law as an Educational Factor” 
was the subject of Col. William Hoynes’ 
address. After this had been discussed 
an election of officers was held, result- 
ing as follows: 

President, Edwin P. Hammond, of La- 
fayette; vice-president, William A. 
Ketcham, of Indianapolis; secretary, 
Merrill Moores, of Indianapolis; treasur- 
er, Theodore P. Davis, of Noblesville. 
Executive committee, Timothy E. How- 
ard, of South Bend; Enoch G. Hogate, of 
Danville; William P. Breen, of Fort 
Wayne; George L. Reinhard, of Bloom- 
ington. 
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MICHIGAN. 


The attorneys of Baton County met at 
Chariotte on the afternoon of July 3 and 
organized the Eaton County Bar Aggo. 
ciation, adopting articles. of association 
which had been previously drawn, The 
officers elected are: President, J. M, (o,. 
bin, Eaton Rapids; Vice-president, 
George Huggett, Charlotte; Secretary 
Leroy Jones, Charlotte; treasurer, J, y 
C. Smith, Charlotte; trustees, J. M. Poy. 
ers and G. C. Fox, of Charlotte; W. p 
Clarke, of Grand Ledge; J. B. Hendee, of 
Eaton Rapids, and H. 8. Maynard, o 
Charlotte. A committee consisting of J 
M. Powers and J. M. C. Smith, of Char. 
lotte, and R. A. Latting of Grand Ledge 
was appointed to draft a schedule: ¢ 
fees. Nearly every attorney in the coup. 
ty was present. The meeting was fg). 
lowed by a banquet tendered by Judge 
Clement Smith. 


NEBRASKA. 


The Nebraska State Bar Association 
held a meeting in Lincoln recently to 
perfect the organization. The Member. 
ship Committee, comprising A. J. Say. 
yer, C. J. Phelps and E. H. Hinshaw, re. 
ported a list of 155 members as approved, 
Mr. McCreary, of Hastings, resigned a 
secretary, and Roscoe Pound, of Lincoln, 
was elected in his stead. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 

The State Bar Association on July » 
at Asheville adopted a resolution that two 
years’ study be required for admission 
to the bar. No active member has died 
during the year, but a memorial on the 
death of Judge Dossey Battle was 
adopted. A resolution was adopted de 
claring for the codification of the laws 
of North Carolina. 

The following officers were elected for 
the ensuing year: President, Charles M. 
Stedman; vice-presidents, W. D. Pruden, 
of Edenton; Paul, Jones, of Tarboro; W. 
B. Shaw, of Henderson; R. O. Burton, of 
Raleigh; S. M. Gattis, of Hillsboro; Ju- 
nius Davis, of Wilmington; W. L. John, 
of Laurinburg; B. F. Long, of States- 
ville; E. B. Jones, of Winston; D. W. 
Robinson, of Lincolnton; T. A. Jones, of 
Asheville; secretary and treasurer, J. 
Crawford Biggs; members of the Execu 
tive Committee, J. C. Pritchard, Lee §. 
Overman. The place of next meeting 
was left to the Executive Committee. 


NEW JERSEY. 


The first annual meeting of the State 
Bar Association of New Jersey was held 
at Atlantic City on June 16 and 16. Pres- 
ident Samuel H. Grey presided. He criti- 
cised the Compulsory Education bill, the 
apointment of probationers’ bill and the 
Franchise Tax law. He eulogized the 
late Vice-President Hobart, Attorn»y- 
General Stockton and Chancellor McGill 

The officers elected were: President, 
Eugene Stevenson; first vice-president, 
Robert H. McCarter; second vice-presi- 
dent, Mark R_ Sooy; third vice-president, 
Allan Strong; secretary, Albert C. Wall; 
treasurer, Charles C, Black; trustees, A. 
B. Endicott, D. J. Pancoast, R. S. Wood- 
ruff, J. S. Voorhees, J. J. Bergen, J. R. 
Hardin, J. M. Van Valen, C. L. Corbin 
and Frank Bergen. 

There was a banquet at the Hotel 
Windsor, at which Acting Gov. Johnson, 
8. 8S. Grey, Judge Fort and Judge Pitney 
spoke. 

The report of the committee to suggest 
amendments to the Constitution was 
taken up. Acting Gov. Johnson moved 
that the proposition to amend the execu- 
tive power so that the Governor or per- 
son administering the government, the 
Chancellor or the Attorney-General, may 
remit fines or forfeitures and grant par- 
dons after convictions in al? cases except 
impeachment, be referred back to the 
committee for further consideration. This 
power, said Mr. Johnson, was not prop- 
erly a part of the judicial system of the 
State. The motion prevailed. 
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The section proposing that the “Court 
of Errors and Appeals shall consist of a 
chief judge and four associates, or any 
four of them; that in case the judge of 
said court shall be disqualified to sit in 
any cause or unable for the time being to 
discharge the duties of his office, and 
where the whole number of judges sitting 
shall be reduced below four, that the 
Governor shall designate a justice to fill 
the vacancy, and that the Secretary of 
State shall be the clerk of the court,” 
was next discussed. Communications 
from C. L. Corbin and W. W. Williams 
were read, asking that action on this 
amendment be deferred until the Novem- 
ber meeting. Cortlandt Parker also ar- 
gued against the change, and the consid- 
eration of the report was deferred. 


Former Chief Justice Paxon, of the Su- 
preme Court of Pennsylvania, addressed 
the meeting, concluding with the remark 
that he helieved a dishonest judge is to- 
day an impossibility on the bench. 


The next meeting of the association 
will take place in Trenton, in November, 
when the Supreme Court meets. 


OHIO. 


The Summit County Bar Association 
held a meeting at the Akron Court 
House on the morning of July 3 and 
drafted resolutiong of respect for their 
fellow member, the late David L. Mar- 
vin. A committee was appointed and 
the following resolutions were adopted: 

Resolved, That we, the members of the 
bar of Summit county, learn with pro- 
found sorrow of the death of David L. 
Marvin, who has been actively asso- 
ciated with us in the practice of the law 
for the past nine years. 

He was a thorough student in his 
chosen profession, and impressed him- 
self favorably upon all with whom he 
came in contact, 

He had quick perceptions and his 
judgment of human nature was ac- 
curate. He had a remarkable measure 
of strong common sense, and 4 quaint 
dry humor about him that made him an 
entertaining companion. 

No man at this bar was more popular 
with his fellow practitioners than he— 
kind, generous, affable, honorable to his 
adversaries. His bearing was always 
that of a refined, dignified gentleman. 


For months his associates at the bar 
had observed with solicitude and regret 
his gradually declining health. 


Resolved, That the foregoing resolu- 
tions adopted ag a just tribute to his 
life, and that it be entered upon the 
records of the Court of Common Pleas 
of this county, and that an engrossed 
copy be presented to the widow of the 
deceased. Respectfully submitted, 

F. M. Atterholt, 
8S. G. Rogers, 
H. T. Wilson. 

On July 11 Judge H. A. Laubie, presi- 
dent of the Ohio State Bar Association, 
which held its annual session at Put- 
in-Bay, delivered his address in which 
he strongly denounced the National Ad- 
ministration for its policy of imperial- 
ism. Immediately the association be- 
came divided in sentiment on Judge 
Laubie’s utterances. After listening to 
expressions of congratulation from one 
side and words of derision and contempt 
from the other, he said that he would not 
take back a single word and that poll- 
ticlans or bosses could not move him. 


The speech threatens to disrupt the 
Ohio Bar Association, and unless the 
advice of the more conservative Repub- 
licans prevail, the speech will not be 
permitted to appear on the minutes of 
the annual meeting. Attorney General 
Sheets is especially incensed, and 
threatened to introduce a _ resolution 
which would put the association on rec- 
ord as not indorsing the sentiments of 
the speech, and instructing the commit- 
tee in charge of the matter to exclude it 
from the official records. This was done 

. before when a member of the association 
had made an objec speech. 








Judge Horace H, Lurton, of the United 
States Court, delivered an able address 
on “The Judicial’ Power in a Constitu- 
tional Government.” Galberth Stewart 
addressed the meeting on “The Educa- 
tion of Lawyers,” after which an elec- 
tion of officers was held which resulted 
as follows: 

President, R. D. Marshall, Dayton, a BY 
secretary, H. A. Mykrantz, Ashland, O.; 
treasurer, Louis H. Pike, Toledo. 

The Association declared in favor of a 
new municipal code, and the following 
committee was appointed to draft a bill 
to be presented at the next tmeeting: A. 
R. Ferris, John W. Warrington, Cincin- 
nati; Jas. R. Garfield, Cleveland; Chas. 
zs Lewis, Toledo; E. O. Randall, Colum- 

us. 

President Laubie, before retiring, ap- 
pointed the following delegates and al- 
ternates to the convention of the Ameri- 
can Bar Association, which is to be held 
in August: 

George F. Arrel, Youngstown, Harlan 
F. Burkett, Findlay; H. A. Mykrantz, 
Ashland; alternates, E. B. Dillon, Co- 
lumbus; F. B. James, Cincinnati; W. B 
A. Read, Toledo. 

The Association went on record as 
favoring a new insurance bill, the pres- 
ent system of deposits being deemed in- 
secure and unsatisfactory. The follow- 
ing committee was appointed to draft 
the bill: H. J. Booth and M. R. Patter- 
son, Columbus, and Thomas B. Paxton, 
Cincinnati. 

The Association adjourned to meet on 
the second of July, 1901, at a place to be 
decided upon by the executive commit- 
tee. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The annual banquet of the Franklin 
County Bar Association was held at the 
Rlue Mountain House, Waynesboro, on 
July 10. 

Judge Stewart presided and J. M. Hood, 
of the Western Maryland Railroad, and 
the county officials were invited guests. 

The toasts were: “Trials of Young 
Lawyers,” Watson R. Davison; “The 
Junior Bar,” Ellis E. Foust; “The Pro- 
fession,” William Stenger Hoerner, “The 
Law Makers,” Hon. W. Rush Gillan; 
“The Old Bars,” ex-Judge Ss. D. Watson 
Rowe. 

Judge John Stewart responded to the 
final toast. He was allowed to choose 
his own subject and made an eloquent 
address on the majesty of the law. 

The sixth annual meeting of the Penn- 
sylvania Bar Association began on June 
% at the Hotel Rider, Scranton, About 
300 judges and lawyers from all parts of 
the State were in attendance. The chief 
feature of the opening session was the 
reports of the committees containing 
suggestions for reforms in the laws of 
the commonwealth. Alexander Simpson, 
Jr.. of Philadelphia, chairman of the 
committee on law reform, presented a 
proposed act of the Assembly, radically 
changing the law regarding municipal 
claims. The report of the committee on 
legal education, submitted by Robert 
Snodgrass, of Harrisburg, its chairman, 
contained the draft of a statute placing 
admissions to the bar under the control 
of a state board of examiners, consisting 
of five members from different counties, 
to be appointed by the Supreme Court. 

The committee om expert testimony 
presented a Dill providing for official 
experts in court cases, thus raising in 
another form a question which was hotly 
discussed a year ago. 


Walter George Smith, of Philadelphia, 
outlined the progress that had been made 
to bring about uniformity in legislation 
in the several States, and William Penn 
Lloyd, of Mechanicsburg, reported as 
treasurer that there was $5,722,02 to the 
association’s credit, and 844 members on 
the roll. 

The report of the membership commit- 
tee showed that seventy-six lawyers had 
been admitted to the organization during 
the past year and twenty-two were on 
the waiting list. The addresses of the 





day were made by Lyman D. Gilbert, 
president of the association, and John 
K. Richards, solicitor general of the 
United States. Mr. Gilbert took for his 
topic the changes which had recently 
taken place in the practice of law. He 
pointed out that the modern practitioner 
was no longer a student and advocate, 
but has grown to be a man of many af- 
fairs, who was apt to lose sight of the 
ideals of his profession unless he held 
them faithfully in mind. In the evening 
Solicitor General Richards discussed the 
logical position of Congress and the Ad- 
ministration in relation to our foreign 
possessions. 

Mr. Richards, after showing that the 


question of the power of Congress over 
the territories was not a new one, said 


the Treaty of Paris certainly never in- 
tended the tropical islands ceded by 
ee 


Spain to become part of the 
States, in the consti 
certainly did i 

United States 1 

gense. The term “the United States” 

may mean the territory which governs 

er the territory over which the Govern- 

ment extends. The former is the consti- 

tutional, the latter the international, or, 

ve sense. In the lat- 


Empire,” “Our Great 


The States alone, continued Mr. Rich- 
ards, are the members of the American 
Confederacy. They constitute the Union, 
and the Union and the United States are 
equivalent terms in the Constitution. He 
pointed out how the Constitution treated 
territory as property, “as something 
distinct from the United States, some- 
thing owned by the United States, a sub- 
ject to be ruled and disposed of by Con- 
gress as its discretion might require 
without being hampered by the restric- 
tions which were framed for the States, 
and having quoted decisions of the Su- 
preme Court in favor of his argument, 
concluded by saying: 

“We have the new territories. We are 
responsible for them. We have entered 
upon a new epoch. The old sense of se- 
curity and indifference, which a policy 
of isolation gave us, is gone. We have 
become one of the world powers, shar- 
ing the burdens they must bear. Even 
now our marines, shoulder to shoulder 
with the men of England and Germany 
and Russia and France and Austria and 
Italy and Japan, are at the gates of far- 
off Pekin to enforce the just demands of 
civilization. The path of duty 
us is plain. May we not walk in it? 
Does the Constitution forbid? Is the 
Constitution a trap, caught in which we 
shall excite the pity of our friends and 
the derision of our foes? I refuse to be- 
lieve so. The Constitution is no mere 
declaration of denials. It created a na- 

become the greatest on 

conferred power, it took 

pple action. It still re- 
mains the most perfect instrument ever 
struck off by the hand and brain of man, 
under which we are armed for every 
emergency and able to cope with every 
condition.” 

During the morning session of the sec- 
ond day three of the proposed acts of the 
Assembly recommended by the commit- 
tee were approved, and several minor 
matters considered. The evening was 
devoted to the reading of papers by Tal- 
cott Williams and Richard Cc. Dale, rank- 
ing among the most important of the 
sessions. 


A movement to relieve the criminal 
courts of petty cases, action looking to- 
ward the appointment of a State Board 
of Examiners to control admissions to 
the bar, the election of officers and a 
banquet were the concluding features on 
June 27. The sessions were lively and 
full of interest to the last, and it is said 
to have been one of the most successful 
meetings ever held by the organiza ‘ion. 
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William Scott, of Pittsburg, was 
chosen without opposition president of 
the association for the coming year, and 
the other officers elected were as follows: 
Vice-Presidents, William H. Staake, Phil- 
adelphia; Emory A. Walling, Erie; B. 
Frank Eshleman, Lancaster; Harold M. 
McClure, Lewisburg, and Alfred P. Reed, 
West Chester; secretary, Edward P. Al- 
linson, Philadelphia; treasurer, W. Penn 
Lloyd, Mechanicsburg; executive com- 
mittee, Richmond L. Jones, Reading; B. 
W. Green, Emporium; W. E. Little, 
Tunkhannock; Frank C. McGirr, Pitts- 
burg; James T. Maffett, Clarion; E. M. 
Dunham, Laporte; Russell C. Stewart, 
Easton; William I. Schaffer, Chester; A. 
B. Weimer, Philadelphia; Charles P. 
Orr, Pittsburg; J. B. Colahan, Jr., Phil- 
adelphia; Caspar Dull, Harrisburg; Vic- 
tor Guillou, Philadelphia; C. La Rue 
Munson, Williamsport; Henry Lear, 
Doylestown; Frank J. Thomas, Mead- 
ville; W. Wheaton, Wilkesbarre; 
William Maxwell, Towanda; Frederick 
W. Fleitz, Scranton, and A. D. Boyd, 
Uniontown. 

The meeting was brought to a conclu- 
sion by the banquet. Over 200 guests as- 
sembled at small tables arranged in the 
dining room of the hotel. Judge Orlady, 
of the Superior Court, presided and 
acted as toastmaster. The following 
toasts were offered and responded to by 
the gentlemen mentioned: 


“The United States,” ex-Attorney 
General W. U. Hensel, of Lancaster; 
“The Bench,” Sheldon Potter, of Phila- 
delphia; “The Bar,” Clarence Burleigh, 
of Pittsburg; ‘““The Press,” Talcott Will- 
iams, of Philadelphia, and “Ourselves,” 
J. W. Sproule, cf Erie. 


WASHINGTON. 


“The Status of Our Newly 
Territory,’ Will 
tle. 

“Government Ownership of Railroads,” 
c. W. Hodgdon, of Montesano. 

“Limitations of Municipal Indebted- 
ness,” C. E. Shepard, of Seattle. 

“Practice in Courts of Admiralty,” H. 
8. Griggs, of Tacoma. 

“Needed Reforms in Laws of Marriage 
and Divorce,” J.*B. Davidson, of EPllens- 
burg. 

“How Should United States Senaturs be 
oo Thomas B. Harden, cf Seat- 
tle. 

The above addresses were delivered at 
the twelfth annual meeting of the Wash- 
ington Bar Association, held at Seattle 
on July 10,11 and 12. The paper of Judge 
Hodgdon was in particular the subject 
of much comment. The author took a 
stand firmly in favor of the ownership 
of all the railroads by the general gov- 
ernment. He argued that under the law 
allowing the condemnation of private 
property for public use, there was not 
the slightest legal obstacle to the ac- 
quirement of the railroads by the nation. 
The only difficulty would be in paying 
for the property condemned. 

The probable cost of acquiring the 
roads by the Government would be from 
six to eight billions of dollars, an 
amount that might cause any nation, 
however wealthy, to hesitate. Yet there 
Was a great weight of authority to show 
that the investment would pay a splen- 
did profit, especially when it was con- 
Sidered that the cost of operations would 
be reduced and the net earnings no doubt 
largely increased under government own- 
ership. 

As to the advantages to be derived 
from the nationalization of the railways, 
Judge Hodgdon held that there could 
be no question. Under the present sys- 
tem the different companies were con- 
tinually engaged in a bitter struggle for 
business, to obtain which rates were se- 
cretly cut and money spent with a lav- 
ish hand. A prominent railway man 
was authority for the statement that 
if all roads would maintain their printed 
schedules they could reduce their rates 
one half and still make as much money 
as under the present system. 


Acquired 
H. Thompson, of Seat- 





As to the success of government own- 
ership Judge Hodgdon said there was no 
disagreement of authorities. Of the Eu- 
ropean countries that had adopted the 
system only one—Italy—had dropped it. 
and other countries had made large prof- 
its, at the same time reducing rates to 


patrons. 
CANADA. 

HAMILTON, July 6.—Fifty-two mem- 
bers of the Hamilton Law Association 
broke away from business cares this af- 
ternoon and went to Winona Park for 
an outing, this being the first Hamilton 
lawyers’ picnic since July 1, 1863. On that 
last memorable occasion there were pres- 
ent Sir George Burton, Mr. Justice Rob- 
ertson, Mr. B. B. Osler, Q.C., and other 
gentlemen who have since become noted, 
and of the original party only two were 
present. at to-day’s gathering, City So- 
licitor Frank MacKelcan and County 
Court Clerk S. H. Ghent. The lawyers 
chartered a special car on the H., G. & 
B, this afternoon, returning at 10 o’clock 
to-night. At the park they played base- 
ball, Mayor Teetzel being captain of the 
winning team, and City Solicitor MacKel- 
can captain of the losing one, the score 
being 11 to 7. There were fifteen players 
aside. The Hon. J. M. Gibson, Attorney 
General, umpired the game, and Alder- 
man Thomas Hobson was scorer. An in- 
formal programme of games was run off, 
the Mayor beating the City Solicitor ina 
fifty-yard race. Dinner was served at 
the club-house at 6.30 o’clock, Mr, Mac- 
Kelcan, vice president of the association, 
presiding. He was created an Hon. Col- 
onel by the Mayor and the general con- 
sent of the gathering. Among the guests 
were Judge Snider, Judge Monck and 
Sheriff Middleton. The picnic was such 
a success it is likely to become an an- 
nual institution. 


THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 


(Attorneys are requested to send notices of 
change of address, organization and dissolution 
of partnership, etc., for insertion. No charge 
is made.—Ed.) 








NEW ENGLAND STATES. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Millerton.—E. W. Simmons has 
moved into the Strauss Building, to the 
room formerly occupied by Mrs. Best. 
MAINE. 
Biddeford.—Carlos C. Heard has be- 
law practice, having his office with 
Mayor N. B. Walker in the Masonic 
building. 


Bridgeton.—Fred G. Kneeland, late 
principal of Potter Academy, has become 
the law partner of A. H. and E. C. 
Walker. 

Franklin.—H. L. Crabtree, of Elis- 
worth, is to open a branch law office at 
Relay House. He will be here the first 
day or two of each week. 

Sanford.—Arthur F. Engel has taken 
a@ partner in the person of his brother 
Charles I. Engel. The firm name will 
be Engel & Engel. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Boston.—John H. Casey and Michael 
J. Dwyer announce, that they have 
formed a copartnership with offices in 
the Exchange building, 35 State street. 
Mr. Casey is assistant United States at- 
torney. 

Lee.—Mr. Dunham has opened his 
office in Baird & Benton’s block and 
will spend three days a week here and 
three in Pittsfield. 

Rockport.—S. D. York of Rockport 
was appoinnted judge of the new dis- 
trict court for eastern Essex county by 
Gov. Crane recently, and the nomina- 


awyers’ 
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tion was confirmed by the executive 
council. 


Webster.—Archer R. Greeley has 
—_ an office in the Bank Block, 

e has associated himself with John §, 
Gould of Worcester, formerly of Web- 
ster, ander the firm name of John §, 
Gould & Archer R. Greeley. 


Worcester.—George 8. Taft of Worces- 
ter has been appointed by the supreme 
court judges a member of the state board 
of bar examiners, to fil] the place ren- 
dered vacant by the —— of Ki- 
ward L. Pierce of Fitchburg to the 
superior bench. The fy open is for 
an unexpired term of five years begin- 
ning about a year ago. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

Providence.--At a recent meeting of 
the board of Aldermen, Judge Isaac H. 
Southwick was elected to succeed Judge 
Blodgett asa member of the board of 
canvassers and registration, and James 
A. Price was chosen to succeed Mr. 
Southwick as Police Justice. 

VERMONT. 

St. Johnsbury.— Wendell P. Stafford 
of St. Johnsbury, recently a candidate 
for congress from the second district, 
has been appointed sixth associate jus- 
tice of the supreme court of Vermont, 
to succeed the late Judge L. H. Thomp- 
son. Mr. Statiord is a very well knowu 
member of the Northern Vermont Bar 
and his appointment gives general satis- 
faction. 

Vergennes.—At Vergennes Gov. E. 0. 
Smith has appointed S. W. Hindes, jus- 
tice of the peace in place of Frank L. 
Fish, who resigned, and Lewis Rondo to 
the justiceship made vacant by the 
resignation of A. T. Calhoun. 





MIDDLE ATLANTIC STATES. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Orange.—City Clerk Daniel A. Dugan, 
of Orange, who was recently admitted 
to the bar, has formed a ership 
with W. Bradford Smith, and the new 
firm has engaged chambers in the rooms 
over the Orange Savings Bank, at Main 
and Cone streets. 

Plainfield.—Robert M. and Edward C. 





Clark have formed a partnership, and 
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—— 
pave established offices in both Plain- 
field and Newark. 

NEW YORK. 

Auburn.—The firm of Collier & Laird 
bas been dissolved by mutual consent. 
Mr. Collier and Mr. Laird will each con- 
tinue to have offices in the Flint block, 
Mr. Collier permanently retaining the 
old offices of the firm. 

Ballston Spa.—A law firm has been 
formed in this village composed of Ed- 
win Quackenbush and his son, Edwin 
B. Quackenbush. 

Buffalo. —On September ist, Geo P. 
Keating will assume office as clerk of 
the United States Court in the place of 
Charles B. Germain resigned. 

Maple City.—Richard E. Fitzgerald 
has leased the office formerly occupied 
by Judge Kellog over the Ogdensburg 
Bank. 


Oneida. —James B. Jenkins and 

Arthur B. Peaslee have entered into a 

ership in this village under the 
name of Jenkins & Peaslee. 

Penn Yau.—The firm of Andrews & 
Johnson, of this place, has been dis- 
solved, Mr. Johnson retiring from the 
pusiners. Edwin ©. Andrews has se- 
cured the interest of Mr. Johnson. The 
business will be conducted by John T. 
Andrews, the senior member of the firm, 
under the firm name cf John T. An- 
drews & Son. A. W. Franklin, who 
has been connected with the business for 
twenty-five years, will be associated 
with the new firm. Lewis C. Oakley, a 
graduate of Yale rigees y and also 
of the Yale law school, will have charge 
of the legal branch of the business. 
Johnson retires from the firm in order to 
devote his entire attention to the bank, 
of which he is president. 

Rochester.—John Van Voorhis & Sons 
have removed their offices from the 
second floor of the Powers building, 
where they have long been located, to a 
guite on the fifth floor of the same build- 


a Regis Falls.—Blake Bigelow has 
opened an office here. 

Syracuse —The suspension begun two 
years ago on Dennis W. Hant and which 
prevented him from practicing in ‘the 
supreme court, has expired. Mr. Hunt 
is, therefore, free to resume the practice 
of law, which he has done. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

Greensburg.—G. B. Shaw, and J. 
€. Silsley, have formed a partner- 
ship, and the firm will hereafter be 
known as Shaw & Silsley with offices 
in the McCullough building, opposite 
the Null House. 

Pottsville.—Governor €tone, on June 
%, announced the appointment of Ar- 
thur L. Shay, of Pottsville, to succeed 
the late Judge Wadlinger, on the Schuyl- 
kill County bench. 

Scranton.—James J. O'Malley, whose 
office furniture was destroyed by the 
fire in the Coal Exchange building, is 
now temporarily occupying room No. 9 
in the same building while the quarters 
he formerly occupied are being refitted. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


ALABAMA, 
Birmingham.—Henry Fitts and J. T. 
ins, two prominent members of the 
local bar, have formed a ip. 
Mr. Fitts before coming to Bi ham 
& few months ago, was associated with 
W.C. Fitts, former attorney general of 





Alabama, at Tuscaloosa. Mr. Oollins 


has been in Birmingham for some time, - 


having come here from Demopolis the 
latter pert of last year. Their office is 
in the First National Bank building. 


DISTRIOT OF COLUMBIA. 


Washington.—Tracy L. Jeffords has 
removed his office to the Columbia 
Building, 416 Fifth street, Northwest. 


KENTUCKY. 

Louisville.—Scott Bullitt has returned 
from Harvard University, where he has 
been during the past year taking a post- 
graduate course in law. Mr. Bullitt 
will be associated with his father, Col. 
Thos. W. Bulitt, and his brother, Mr. 
Marshall Bullitt, in the practice of law 
in this city. He is‘a graduate of the 
Louisville Law School. 


MARYLAND. 

Annapolis.—The Governor has ap- 
pointed the following justices of the 
peace: For Allegany county, George M. 
Marphy, Eighth district, vice Walter 
Hanna, resigned; for Carroll county, 
Edward W. Devilbiss, seventh district, 
vice E. H. Humbert, failed to qualify; 
John T. Gill, fourth district, vice W. 
H. Stocksdale, deceased; Marion J. 
Lester, fourth district, to complete the 
number in the district; for Prince 
George’s county, Alex. Sayers, second 
district, vice Enos Ray, declined; 
Thomas W. Moler, vice C. Magruder, 
declined; for Wicomico county, Samuel 
E. Foskey, eleventh district, to complete 
the number of the district; for Dor- 
chester county, William McBride, second 
district, vice James McBride, failed to 


qualify. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Jackson.—Gov. Longino has appointed 
F. A. Larkin, of Greenville, Circuit 
Judge to succeed Judge Montgomery, in 
the Fourth district. 


TENNESSEE. 


McMinnville.—Foss H. Mercer and 
John G. McGuire have formed a partner- 


ship. 
TEXAS. 


Greenville.—Bennett & Jones is the 
name of a new firm composed of Judge 
E. H. Bennett and Tom Jones. This 

tnership was formed upon the disso- 
ution of the firms of Bennett & Thorn- 
ton and Jones & Starnes. Judge Ben- 
nett for years was district attorney of 
the 8th judicial district. Their offices 
are in the Greenville National Bank 
Building. 

Roby.—The firm heretofore known as 
McOrea Green & Ponder, on July 12 
dissolved, an the old firm will be under 
the name of McCrea & Green. Mr. 
Ponder jxins M. A. Hopson of this place, 
and the firm is known as Hopson & 
Ponder. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Fairmont.—Governor Atkinson on 
June 30, appointed John W. Mason, of 
Fairmont, Judge of this judicial circuit 
to fill the vacancy caused by the death 
of Judge J. Hagans. Mr. Mason was 
United States Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue during President Harrison’s 
administration. 


CENTRAL STATES. 
ILLINOIS. 
Bloomington.—A. E. DeMange, whose 
office suit in the Griesheim building, 
was destroyed, is located for the present 
in the manager’s office of the Grand 
opera house. 





Chicago.—Sullivan’s Chicago law 
directory, just issued, contains ‘the 
names of 4,118 attorneys. Ninety-one 
lawyers left the city during the year, 
twenty went out of practice and thirty- 
five have died. About 350 new names 
have been added to the lst since the 
last publication. 


Chicago.—Charles H. Aldrich, James 
DeWitt Andrews, Lee D. Mathias and 
Park Phipps, announce that they have 
formed a copartnership for the general 
practice of law, under the firm name of 
Aldrich, Andrews, Mathias & Phipps, 
with offices in the Home Insurance 
Building, 205 La Salle street. 


Woodstock.—John J. Whiteside, who 
graduated recently from the Northwest- 
ern Law school, has associated himself 
with State’s Attorney V. S. Lumley, in 
this city. 

IOWA. 


Davenport.—The firm of Arp & Noth 
is now located at 210 Harrison street, 
having removed from a suite in the 
Schmidt building. 

Springville.—George D. Sailor has 
been admitted to the bar and will prac- 
tice law at this place. 


MICHIGAN. 


Ann Arbor.—State Senator Charles A. - 
Ward, of this district, has graduated 
from the law department of the Univer- 
sity, and the practice of his pro- 
fession in this city, having formed a 
partnership with Hon. Ezra B. Norris 
under the name of Norris & Ward. 

Detroit.—William L. January an- 
nounces the removal of his offices from 
No. 12 Telegraph Block, to suite No. 4 
Bahl Block, (91 Griswold street). 


Three Oaks.—Rolla Barr has opened 
an office here. 


OHIO. 


Jefferson.—A partnership has 
formed by E. J. Betts and D. 
ing, under the firm name of Betts 
Downing. 

Salem.—It is announced that A. W. 
Taylor has associated with him in the 
practice of law, J. Burt Baker, the firm 
name being Taylor & Baker. Offices 
are at Mr. Taylors present location in 
the Ohio Mutual Building, No. 96 East 
Main street. 

Salem.—Mayor Paul Huxley has 
rented the law offices just vacated by S. 
W. Ramsey. The Mayor will transact 

ablic business at City Hall as hereto- 
ore. His individual interests will be 
attended to in the new offices. 


WISCONSIN. 


Ashland.—Gullick N. Risjord, of 
Dane county, has concluded to locate in 
Asbland, in connection with the firm of 
Tomkins & Merrill. 


Kenosha.—D. ©. Lloyd has opened an 
office in the Meyers Block. 


La COrosse.—The well known firm of 
Bleekman, Bloomingdale & Bergh has 
been dissolved, Martin Bergh retiring. 
Messrs. Bleekman and Heeninginls 
will continue under the firm name of 
Bleekman & Bloomingdale. Mr. Bergh 
will continue practice individually. A. 
E. Bleekman, Jr., who has uated 
from the University of Wisconsin law 
school will be with new firm. 

Waupun.—Ned Roney and Ed Douey 
have dissolved partnership. 





364 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








WESTERN STATES. 
CALIFORNIA. 

San Jose.—The offices of W. L. Gill 
have been removed from 28 South First 
street, where they have been for ten 
years, and new rooms are being fitted 
up in the Smout building at 67 West 
Santa Clara street. 

MONTANA. 

Butte.—Jesse B. Roote an William A. 
Clark, Jr., announce their association 
under the firm name of Roote & Clark, 
with offices at 17 West Broadway. 

NEBRASKA. 


Fremont.—The law office of Judge 
Hollenbeck is now conducted in the firm 
name of Hollenbeck & Button, F. W. 
Button who has heretofore been in prac- 
tice for himself, having been taken into 
partnership. While Judge Hollenbeck 
is occupied with his duties on the dis- 
trict court bench, the active law busi- 
ness will be carried on by Mr. Button 
and the judge’s son, Frank Hollenbeck 
who recently graduated from the law 
school at the state university, at Lin- 
coln, and was admitted to the bar. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Brookings.—The firm of Cheever & 
Hall has dissolved by mutual consent. 
J. P. Cheever and his son Walter M. 
have formed a ership and now 
occupy rooms in the Binford block, while 
Philo Hall and his brother, George, re- 
main in the Roddle building, in rooms 
formerly occupied by the old firm. 

UTAH. 

Salt Lake City.—President J. M. 
Tanner of the Argicultural College, has 
resumed the practice of law after sever- 
ing bis connection with the college. He 
has joined the firm of Ferguson, Cannon 
& Tanner. 

WASHINGTON. 

Dayton.—Will H. Fouts, prosecuting 
attorney of Columbia county, and Cap- 
tain OC. F. Miller, late of the firm of Ed- 
minston & Miller, have formed a part- 
nership and taken offices uptown, clos- 
ing the office of the prosecuting attorney 
at the courthouse. A few weeks ago 
Mr. Milier’s partner Mr. Edminston, 
died from paralysis. - 


CANADA. 
- St. John, (N. B.).—Messrs. A. P. 
Barnhill and C. F. Sanford have formed 
@ co-partnership, with offices in the 
Pugsley building. 

Winnipeg (Manitoba).—G. R. Ho- 
ward and W. M. Crichton, who have 
been carrying on separate law offices 
here, have entered into partnership and 
will hereafter carry on business at room 
218 and 215 in the McIntyre block, under 
the firm name of Howard & Crichton. 
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Miller, Peckham & Dixon Dissolve. 

Wheeler H. Peckham’s law firm, Mil- 
ler, Peckham & Dixon, has been dis- 
solved by mutual consent by the with- 
drawal of the senior and junior mem- 
bers. George M. Miller retires from ac- 
tive practice, but will continue to be as- 
sociated with the new firm in an advis- 
ory capacity. 





William P. Dixon has formed a co- 
partnership with Jabish Holmes, Jr., 
who long has been associated with for- 
mer Judge Russell in the firm of Russell 
& Holmes. The new firm will be Dixon 
& Holmes, with offices in No. 32 Liberty 
street. 

Mr. Peckham’s new firm will be Peck- 
ham, Miller & King, with offices in No. 
80 Broadway. Mr. Peckham’s partners 
will be Hoffman Miller, James G. King 
and Russell Walden. 


Bartow 8S. Weeks Robbed. 


Bartow S. Weeks, former Assistant 
District Attorney, on July 6 was a com- 
plainant against Matilda McCargo, a ne- 
gro servant, 22 years old, of No. 306 West 
Forty-fourth street. She had been em- 
ployed in Mr, Weeks’ home in the Rut- 
land apartment house, Fifty-seventh 
street and Broadway, and was charged 
with stealing property from Mr. Weeks 
worth $10.75, but Detectives Dale and 
Kammer, who arrested her, have recov- 
ered property that was stolen worth 
nearly $3,000. 


End of Gardiner Investigation. 


District Attorney Gardiner’s case is 
now in the hands of Commissioner Ans- 
ley D. Wilcox for examination and final 
decision. How great a task is involved 
in this appears from the fact that the 
Commissioner will have to examine a 
record covering 25,000 typewritten pages, 
not counting the closing arguments of 
counsel, which will add some 400 pages. 

A decision by the Commissioner is ex- 
pected Aug. 1. Col. Gardiner, it is said, 
in the event of his removal by the Gov- 
ernor, will be renominated, and will seek 
a “vindication” by the people. 

As chairman of the Municipal Govern- 
ment Committee of the City Club, which 
made the charges against District Attor- 
ney Gardiner, the Rev. Dr. Thomas R. 
Slicer denies the statement of Samuel 
Untermyer, counsel for Col. Gardiner, 
that the charges were inspired by Re- 
corder Goff, who also furnished the ma- 
terial for them. 

“This whole matter was determined 
and had taken form before I knew Judge 
Goff even by sight,” said Dr. Slicer. “So 
far as I am aware, the charges were 
never seen by Judge Goff until they were 
printed in the newspapers, 

“As to the statement made by counsel 
for the District Attorney that these 
charges’ were accompanied by ‘a long 
and abusive letter to the Governer,’ 
written by me and now ‘proved to have 
been filled with falsehoods and misrep- 
resentations,’ I have only to say that the 
letter was neither long nor abusive, and 
recited the convictions of public duty on 
which the club’s committee had acted.” 


Mr. Glaser Recovers His Salary. 


In the action brought by George L. 
Glaser against the City of New York to 
recover $500 for services as clerk in the 
Surrogate’s office in Queens County, Jus- 
tice Maddox, in Supreme Court, has di- 
rected judgment for the plaintiff for the 
amount claimed, with interest from April 


30 last. Justice Maddox, in making his 
decision, says: 
“Plaintiff was in January, 1899, duly 


appointed clerk of the Surrogate’s Court 
of Queens County, and, having duly 
qualified, he performed during the 
months of January and February, 1900, 
all the duties of that office and is en- 
titled to his salary therefor. 

“On Oct. 5, 1899, the salary for such 
clerk for the year 1900 was legally fixed 
by the Board of Supervisors of Queens 
County at $3,000, payable in equal month- 
ly payments. The defendant, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Greater New 
York charter, as amended, is liable 
therefor and should pay the same. 


“Notice of claim and of intention to 
sue therefor was duly served according 
to law. Judgment directed for plaintiff 
accordingly.” 











David M. Neuberger Bailed, 


David M. Neuberger, of- No. 256 Broag. 
way, surrendered himself on July 19 i, 
Centre Street Police Court, hay 
heard that E. H. Hainmer, vice-preg. 
dent of the Keasby & Mattison (y 
manufacturers of bromo-caffeine, haj 
sworn out a warrant for him. 

Neuberger denounced his arrest and 
gave bail in $3,000. Hammer says that 
he paid $2,100 in two installments tg 
Neuberger to produce expert evidence jy 
a suit of his company against the Emer. 
son Drug Co., the lawyer having claime 
to be counsel for a woman who had bee, 
made ill by Emerson’s bromo-seltzer. He 
swears that Neuberger had only useg 
$100 of the money for the purpose agreeg 

Neuberger said that the woman hag 
settled her case without consulting him 
and that Hammer had hired him ag 
counsel and now wanted the fee back. 


Admitted to the Bar. 


EKighty-one men were sworn in as lay. 
yers by the justices of the Appellate Di. 
vision of the Supreme Court jp 
Brooklyn on July 9, Justices Good. 
rich, Bartlett, Hirschberg and Jenks 
sitting. Following are the names 
of those sworn in: James W. Ander. 
son, A. Stephen Aaronstamm, Hubert 
I’. Breitweiser, Bruce W. Belmore, Ré. 
ward Percy Barrett, Jacob I. Bergen, 
Thomas George Barnes, Ephraim Byk, 
Cyril H. Burdett, Luther Guiteau Bill- 
ings, Jr.; Frank C. Baker, George E. 
Brower, William F. Corley, Max Corin- 
sky, Stephen Callaghan, Clarence 8 
Campbell, William Joseph Cleary, John 
W. Demarest, A. Dession, Charles J. 
Dunlap, Alfred T. Davison, Michael Vin. 
cent Dorney, Morris U. Ely, Harry E. 
Fajans, Jesse Fuller, Jr.; Meyer Green- 
berg, Charles F. Goodwin, George Abbott 
Green, Charles La Crosse Hoff, Peter B. 
Hanson, Frank King Holmes, Harry 
Hirschberg, John N. E. Kraeger, Edwin 
D. Kenyon, Joseph T. Losee, Joseph 
Henry Lecour, Jr.; Randall H. Ludlow, 
Ernest T. Lindemann, George A. Logan, 
Edward H. Miller, Darwin J. Meserole. 
Antonio Madeo, Angelo Mignone, George 
B. MacComber, Morris V. McDonald, Pe- 
ter James McGoldrick, John T. McGov- 
ern, John Quincy Perry, Ferdinané 
Van Siclen Parr, Hyman _  Rayfiel 
William Albert Reed, Edward Augustus 
Richards, John Henry Regan, Rodman 
Richardson, Eugenie Raye, Morris Lin- 
coln Strauss, Richard L. Stafford, Henry 
H. Sawyer, Joseph C. Stebbins, Philemon 
Halstead Scudder, Ralph Stout, George 
R. Silleck, Henry Sillcocks, Charles F. 
Shaw, John M. Shinn, Edward 8S. Thom- 
as, William Henry Torpey, Henry E. 
Tobey, Ernest B. Van Every, Edwin 6. 
Wright, John A. Walsh, Harold Moffat 
Wilson, Dana D. Wallace, Ernest Hazel- 
wood Wallace, William S. Ray, Elisga 
Sylvester, H. Clinton Fuehrer, J. Ralph 
Hilton, William N. Boach, Jr.; John T. 
McGovern. William Hartshorne was ad- 
mitted on motion. 


Horace Graves in Contempt. 


Justice William J. Gaynor, in the Su- 
preme Court, on June 28, granted an or- 
der calling for the arrest and commit- 
ment of Horace Graves, a prominent 
Brooklyn lawyer. 

It is alleged that on May 1, 1899, Graves 
received $750 as attorney from the estate 
of Mrs. Isaac Flagg. 

Isaac Flagg brought action to recover 
this amount, with interest, and on March 
3, 1900, an order was issued directing 
Mr. Graves to pay the sum demand- 
ed, with $10, costs of the action. This, it 
is charged, he refused to do. 

A further order was issued on April 2 
adjudging Graves in contempt of court 
and ordering him to pay the sum of $84 
to the firm of Frayer, Smith, White & 
Seaman, of 141 Broadway, Manhattat, 
attorneys for the applicant. 


Convicted in Havana. 


Page & Conant, lawyers of this city 
and Havana, Cuba, announced recently 
that they had received a cable dispatch 
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from Cuba stating that Clarence Mayer, 
their former cashier at Havana, had been 
convicted of forgery in the Havana court 
and had been sentenced to eight years’ 
jmprisonment. 

In December last Mayer was employed 
by Page & Conant as cashier at their 
Havana office. The lawyers charged that 
he had raised one of their checks from 
$25 to $2,500. Mayer fled to this country 
and was arrested at the Waldorf-Astoria 
Hotel on March 20, by Capt. McClusky’s 
detectives. On April 5, Gov. Roosevelt 
honored a requisition for Mayer issued 
by Gen. Wood, the Military Governor of 
Cuba. Mayer served out a writ of ha- 
beas corpus and fought extradition in the 
§upreme Court. His counsel contended 
that the Spanish-American war had ab- 
rogated all treaties, and, as Cuba was 
not a territory of the United States, 
Mayer could not be sent back there for 
trial. Justice Lawrence decided against 
Mayer and he was taken back to Cuba. 


Justice McAdam re Judicial Specula- 
tion. 

“Judges cught not to speculate,” said 
Justice McAdam recently, “and ought not 
to be pensioned. I am opposed on prin- 
ciple to judges speculating in stocks. 

“T have no objections to the buying of 
real estate. Indeed, I have owned real 
estate myself for forty years, and ex- 
pect to own it to the day of my death. 
I have bought and sold real estate, but I 
de not call that speculation. I am op- 
posed to judicial pensions. There is no 
need of them. If a man has brains 
enough to go on the bench he has brains 
enough to earn a living after leaving 
it, even though he be retired compul- 
sorily at seventy.” 

Judgment Against Francis H. Weeks. 

The suit of the Colonial Trust Company 
against the four members of the firm of 
DeForrest & Weeks to recover $74,056 was 
dismissei by Justice Smyth, in the Su- 
preme Court, on July 3, against all of 
the defendants save Francis H. Weeks. 
The Trust Company brought its action 
as substituted trustee of the estate of 
Isabella, Countess Von Linden. The 
Countess asserted she had not received 
proceeds from the estate to the amount 
for which she sues. 

In his decision, the Justice said, in 
part: 

“The transactions out of which this 
litigation arises were solely and entirely 
between Mr. Morrison, trustee, and the 
defendant, Francis H. Weeks, personally, 
and neither of the other defendants took 
any part therein, and, in fact, had no 
knowledge whatever thereof. The sev- 
eral checks were received by Weeks per- 
scnally and were indorsed and deposited 
by him to his individual credit in a bank 
in which he kept his personal account, 
and none of the proceeds of such checks 
came to the handg of the other defend- 
ants, or either thern, or under their 
control directly or indirectly. 

“The proof further shows that the trus- 
tee was the client of Weeks, and was not 
the client of the other defendants or 
either of them, and that he acted upon 
the advice and under the direction of 
Weeks alone. And it further appears 
that the firm of which Weeks was a 
member had for some time prior to the 
transaction in question been dissolved, 
and when such transactions took place 
no such firm existed.” 

Justice Smyth then dismissed the com- 
Plaint against all the defendants except 
Francis H. Weeks, and gave judgment 
rare Weeks for the full amount sued 
or. 

Justice Gaynor on Municipal Court 
Fees. 

Justice William J. Gaynor has rendered 
a decision in which he says that a Mu- 
nicipal Court Justice has no right to col- 
lect a fee of $2 from a plaintiff in a case 
where he obtains judgment by default. 
Justice Gaynor handed down the decision 
in the matter of the application of Will- 
jam H. Hale for a writ of mandamus. 
In his opinion Justice Gaynor says: 

“This is an application for a peremp- 
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tory writ of mandamus against a Justice 
of a municipal court of the City of New 
York (Justice John J. Walsh), to compel 
him to render judgment in favor of a 
plaintiff in such court without exacting 
of him a fee of $2 as a condition. The 
said plaintiff brought a civil action 
against another for $19.49 for goods sold. 
He caused a verified complaint to be 
served with the summons. 

“When a verified complaint is thus 
served the plaintiff is entitled to the 
judgment prayed for by default unless 
the defendant files a verified answer on 
the return day of the summons. No such 
answer was filed in this instance, but the 
Justice refused to give the judgment for 
the plaintiff unless he first paid the trial 
fee of $2, which is prescribed by the law 
for trials in the said court. But the de- 
fendant had not joined issue and, there- 
fore, there was to be no trial, but a judg- 
ment on default, and the Justice had no 
right to exact such fee, nor had his 
clerk. 

“By section 1375 of the charter the 
Board of Justices of the said court is 
given the power to make rules as to the 
hours and order of business in the said 
court; but this does not empower them 
to create and exact fees, and the rule 
made by the said Justices for the pay- 
ment of the said fee of $2 is void, in so 
far as it embraces cases in which an is- 
sue has not been joined for trial. Nor can 
such fee be exacted in anticipation of an 
issue being joined, to be refunded if it is 
not joined, or as a condition of the case 
being put on the calendar and called. 

“The Municipal Court is the poor man’s 
court, and no fees or burdens not un- 
avoidable ought to be put on the liti- 
gants there. Indeed, the fees prescribed 
by law for that court seem onerous, and 
probably ought to be abolished. 

“I would, therefore, grant a writ that 
the Justice render judgment for the 
plaintiff were it not that there is no suf- 
ficient proof of the service of the Jus- 
tice’s summons on the defendant. And 
this reveals another apparent abuse. The 
statute is that such summons must be 
served by a city marshal, unless by a 
private person specially empowered by 
the Justice. The statute prescribes a fee 
of $1 for such service. The plaintiff paid 
the fee and left the summons to be 
served by a marshal, but the Justice in- 
stead give it to a private individual and 
empowered him to make service. 

“The Justice had no right to exact a 
fee for the making of such service by a 
private person, nor had he the right to 
empower such a person to make such 
service without the plaintiff's request. 
This has always been deemed so. The 
plaintiff had the right to have it served 
by a marshal. The result of such un- 
authorized giving of the summons to 
such person by the Justice is that he has 
not filed a proper affidavit of service 
thereof, and therefore judgment cannot 
be entered. The service fee should be re- 
funded to the plaintiff for the sake of 
justice. 

“The motion has to be denied.” 


William F, Randell ws. the Vander- 
bilts. 


William F. Randell, of Brooklyn, has 
begun a suit in the Supreme Court 
against William K. Vanderbilt, individu- 
ally and as executor of the late Cornelius 
Vanderbilt, Frederick W. Vanderbilt and 
George W. Vanderbilt, and the other 
Vanderbilt heirs, and against Senator 
Chauncey M. Depew and others, as ex- 
ecutors of the will of Cornelius Vander- 
bilt, Sr., to recover $4,500 as fees for pro- 
fessional services. 

William H. A. Brown is joined as a 
party, as administrator of the estate of 
William H. Brown, for whom the plaint- 
iff, as attorney, in 1895, began an action 
against the executors of Cornelius Van- 
derbilt to recover a claim amounting to 
$2,000,000. Brown made an agreement in 
writing with his lawyer to pay him $4,500 
in certain contingencies. Randell served 
a copy of the agreement on the defend- 
ants. 





In December, 1897, the Vanderbilts set- 
tled the claim with Brown for $5,000, 
Randell, as alleged, having no knowledge 
of the transaction. He now wants to 
compel the Vanderbilts to pay his fees 
under the agreement, which, he claims, 
constituted a lien on any amount for 
which the suit might be settled. The de- 
fense is that, before the settlement, 
Thornwell Mullally was substituted as 
attorney for Brown and that Randell 
was out of the case. 


Justice Dickey Criticises Mr. 
schneider. 

Justice William D. Dickey, in Supreme 
Court, Special Term, on June 30 refused 
to grant his consent to a settlement for 
$2,200 of the suit of George Behr, 4 years 
old, by his father, Valentine Behr, as 
guardian ad litem, against the Brooklyn 
Heights Railroad Company for personal 
damages, the child being alleged to have 
lost his leg through an accident on the 
defendant’s line. The boy was run over 
on Sept. 30, 1899, and the firm of Pearsall, 
Kapper & Pearsall brought the action in 
question. An offer to settle was made on 
behalf of the defendant for $4,500, but the 
lawyers refused the sum as being insuf- 
ficient, in their opinion. An attempt was 
made to substitute Felix Reifschneider, 
Jr., a young attorney, for the first attor- 
neys in the action. Mr. Reifschneider 
also petitioned for permission to settle 
the case with the defendant for $2,200. 
This Justice Dickey refused in the fol- 
lowing opinion: 

“It is very apparent from the testi- 
mony and the report of the referee, 
Judge Troy, that the court should not 
consent to the acceptance of the offer of 
settlement of defendant to pay twenty- 
two hundred dollars in full satisfaction 
for damages sustained. 

“This 4-year-old child has lost its leg. 
If it was the result of the wrongful act 
of defendant the sum proposed is entire- 
ly inadequate compensation. The settle- 
ment is recommended by the guardian 
ad litem and his present attorney, Felix 
Reifschneider, Jr. In view of the fact 
that an offer of $4,500 was made to the 
former attorneys of plaintiff, Pearsall, 
Kapper & Pearsall, and refused by them 
as too little, and in the knowledge that 
the defendant furnished Attorney Reif- 
schneider $750, to be used by him, which 
was used by him, to be rid of the orig- 
inal attorneys in the case, so that he, in 
the interest of the railroad, might bring 
about a settlernent, and, finding, as I do, 
that he was in the employ of the railroad 
and working against the interest of his 
client, while to the father of the child 
pretending to serve the child’s interest, 
I not only refuse to give my sanction to 
such a betrayal of the interests of a 
helpless child, but continue Foster L. 
Backus as a special guardian of the in- 
fant to take the necessary proceedings to 
remove the father as guardian ad litem 
and Attorney Reifschneider, so they may 
no longer prove faithless to their trust. 
I also direct said Backus to bring to the 
attention of the Appellate Division the 
conduct of the attorney for such action 
as they deem proper. 

“It is too bad that we have at the 
Kings County Bar an attorney who, for 
paltry gain, would have sacrificed the in- 
terests of an unfortunate child client as 
this attorney has tried to do in this 
case.” 


Reif- 


OBITUARIES, 


AHEARN BULLER. 


Ahearn Buller, a retired lawyer, 74 
years old, living at Crescent Park, Ja- 
maica, died suddenly at about 8 o’clock 
on the night of July 6 before medical aid 
could be procured. It is said that he had 
been a sufferer from heart trouble. 


CHARLES HALDANE JOHNSON. 


Charles Haldane Johnson, a lawyer, 
with offices at No. 31 Nassau street, this 
city, died recently at his home in Mont- 
clair, N. J. Death resulted from appendi- 
citis, for which he had had an operation. 
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Mr. Johnson was born in Jersey City 
and was 40 years old. His father was 
Charlies H. Johnson, Sr., a wholesale 
grocery merchant in Barclay street. The 
boy went to Montclair with his parents 
and attended the local schools there. He 
Was graduated from Cornell University 
in 1879. The young man then went out 
West, and for some time was employed 
as a district attorney in different parts 
of Colorado. He returned to this city 
about fourteen years ago, first estab- 
lishing himself as a lawyer in Temple 
Court, and later in Nassau street. 

Mr. Johnson was active in the political 
and religious life of Montclair. He was 
president of the Republican Club there, 
a member of the Board of Education, a 
manager of the Young Men’s Christian 
Association and a trustee of the Con- 
gregational Church, of which Dr. Brad- 
ford is pastor. 


JACOB C. MEINZER, 


Jacob C. Meinzer, a Williamsburg law- 
yer, who had his office at No. 1153 Myrtle 
avenue and lived at No. 328 Stockton 
street, was found dead on July 9 in a 
strip of meadow near the intersection of 
Johnson and Flushing avenues, Will- 
iamsburg. It is the general belief that 
he committed suicide. 


JOSEPH F. MALCOLM. 


Joseph F. Malcolm, who had offices at 
No. 9 Chambers street for forty years 
and recently at No. 49 Chambers street, 
died at Spring Lake, N. J., on July 17, 
from diabetes. He was born in Albany 
in 1824, coming to New York in early 

ood, and was a member of the 
Lawyers’ and Democratic clubs. 


JAMES G. JANEWAY. 

James G. Janeway, a lawyer with 
offices at No. 41 Wall street, died on the 
afternoon of July 16 at his home in the 
Wellesley, No. 440 West End avenue, 
from pneumonia, after an illness of less 
than two days. Mr. Janeway was 44 
years old. He was a son of Lieutenant- 
Colonel John H. Janeway, United States 
Army, retired, with whom he lived. He 
began the practice of law in this city 
several years ago in the office of Alex- 
ander & Green, of which firm his uncle, 
Judge Ashbel Green, was a member. 

Later Mr. Janeway entered a law part- 
nership under the firm name of Jane- 
way, Thatcher & Richards. Four years 
ago he retired from that firm and prac- 
ticed alone. He was a member of the 
Union Club, the Bar Association, the 
Lawyers’ Club, the St. Nicholas Society, 
and the Richmond County Country Club. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


We clip the following from the “Albany 
Law Journal”: 


“The initiative in the movement for the 
association of the law schools of the 
eountry, with a view of promoting uni- 
formity and efficiency, ha&8 been taken by 
the American Bar Association, which has 
appointed a committee, consisting of 
Henry Wade Rogers, president of the 
Northwestern University; John C. Gray, 
professor of real property at Harvard 
Law School, and George M. Sharp of 
Baltimore, to investivate and report upon 
the evils of the present system, which 
we find admirably summarized in the 
Chicago ‘Law Register’ as follows: 

““The past few years have witnessed 
great changes in the education of law 
students. The old method of study in the 
office of some established practitioner 
has given way, in the course of nine- 
teenth century progress, to a systematic 
course of study at a law school. The 
great value of this changed method has 
now become fully appreciated, both by 
Jawyers and students; but whether the 
full value of the change is to be realized 
depends entirely on the class of law 








to be intrusted. Few things have so un- 
certain a meaning or va'ue to-day as the 
letters “LL. B.” affixed to a lawyer's 
name; they may mean that their bearer 
has graduated from a law school wrich 
requires a college education as a pre- 
liminary for admission and three years of 
the hardest kind of undivii2d work as a 
qualification for graduation, or they may 
mean that he has w.ned to take scme 
short cut or “royal road to learning” and 
passed through an institution whose re- 
quirements for this degree consist of six 
or eight months’ nominal attendance and 
the payment of certain specified fees and 
dues. Whatever the grade of the law 
school, however, they have all, hereto- 
fore, existed side by side, the wheat with 
the tares, not only conferring the same 
degrees, but having their work counted 
equally toward qualification for admis- 
sion to the bar, and too often even toward 
admission to advanced standing in re- 
specable law schools.’ 


“The committee has called a conven- 
tion to be held at Saratoga, and already 
thirty-eight of the principal law schools 
of the country have signified their inten- 
tion to send delegates. The main ques- 
tion for the convention to consider is: 
What standard should be required of a 
law school to qualify it for admission to 
the organization? 


“The following law schools will send 
delegates: University of Maine, Harvard 
University, Boston University, Yale Uni- 
versity, Columbia University, New York 
University, New York Law School, Al- 
bany Law School, Syracuse University, 
Buffalo Law School, University of Penn- 
sylvania, University of Maryiand, Baiti- 
more University, Columbia ‘Lb. C.) Uni- 
versity, Mercer (Ga.) University, Rich- 
mond College, University of North Caro- 
line, University of Alabama, University 
of Mississippi, University of Cincinnati, 
Ohio State University, Pittsburg Law 
School, Northern Indiana Law School, 
Indianapolis College of Law, Kent Col- 
lege of Law, University of Illinois, Chi- 
cago Law School, Chicago College of 
Law, Northwestern University, Illinois 
College of Law, University of Michigan, 
University of Tennessee, University of 
Wisconsin, University of Minnesota, 
Kansas City University, Iowa College of 
Law, State University of Iowa, Hastings 
College of Law.” 


New York University Law School. 


We are in receipt of the 1900-1901 cata- 
logue of this institution. Affairs appear 
to be in a very prosperous condition. The 
following is the summary of students: 
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The faculty is composed as follows: 
Henry M. MacCracken, D. D., Ll D., 
chancellor of the University; Clarence D. 
Ashley, LL. D., professor of law and dean 
of the faculty; Isaac Franklin Russell, 
D. Cc. L., LL.D ., professor of law and 
secretary of the faculty; Frank A. Erwin, 
M. A., Li. M., professor of law; George 
A. Miller, LL. M., professor of law; 
Thaddeus D, Kenneson, M. A., Li. M., 
professor of law; Arthur C. Rounds, M. 
A., LL. B., professor of law; Ralph 8. 
Rounds, B. A., LL. B., professor of law; 
Frank H. Sommer, LL. B., professor of 
law; Carlos C. Alden, LL. M., professor 
of law; Leslie J. Tompkins, M. S., Li 
M., professor of law; Alfred Opdyke, A 
M., LL. B., professor of law; Francis W. 
Aymar, LL. M., lecturer on insurance; 
Hon, Abner C,. Thomas, LL. D., honorary 
lecturer on real property. 

Additional instructors in graduate 
courses—Charles F. Bostwick, LL. M., 
especial statutory procedure, corpora- 





schools to which this important work is 





tions; James L. Stevart, LL. B., patents; 





— 


Morris Putnam Stevens, Li. M., insur. 
ance; Ernest G. Sihler, Ph, D., 'Romag 
law. 


Maryland University—Depart ment of 
Law. 


The faculty of the Maryland Univer. 
sity Law School, on account of the recent 
retirement of Major R. M. Venable from 
the chair of constitutional law, has made 
some changes, Judge Henry D. Harlap 
who retires from the chair of elementary 
law, taking the chair of constitutional] 
law; Mr. Joseph C. France, who had cor- 
poration law and bills and notes, dro 
ping the bills and notes and taking ele. 
mentary law, while Judge Stockbri 
takes up bills and notes in addition to his 
other work. 


Yale Law School. 


Henry Wade Rogers, LL. D., late pres. 
ident of Northwestern University, has ac. 
cepted an invitation from Yale Law 
School to take the place of E. J. Pheips, 
deceased, as instructor in the law de- 
partment of Yale University during the 
coming year. Mr. Rogers was graduated 
from the University of Michigan in 1874, 
and was formerly dean of its law depart- 
ment, succeeding Judge Cooley. 

Judge Samuel O. Prentice, professor of 
pleadings, has not entirely recovered his 
health, and his temporary retirement 
from the faculty, which has been neces- 
sary for several months, may be indef- 
initely continued. 

In the meantime Professor Leroy Par- 
ker, of the University of Buffalo, who for 
some time has occupied Judge Prentice’s 
chair, will continue to teach the subject. 


Harvard Law School. 


A son of Li Hung Chang is to enter the 
Harvard Law School next fall. 


At the annual meeting of the Harvard 
Law School Association, held in the 
rooms of the Bar Association, Postoffice 
Building, on the afternoon of June 2%, 
Charles S. Ensign, LL. B., 63, of Newton, 
was chairman. The following list of of- 
ficers was elected for the ensuing year: 

President—Hon. Joseph H. Choate, 
LL. B., 4, N. Y. 
- Vice Presidents—Hon. John Andrews 
Peters, 44, Maine; Hon. George Hoadley, 
*45, New York; Alfred Russell, Esq., LL. 
B., ’52, Michigan; Hon. James Coolidge 
Carter, LL. D., 53; Hon. Melville Weston 
Fuller, °55, District of Columbia; Hon. 
Richard Olney, LL. B., 58, Massachu- 
setts; Hon. Henry Billings Brown, ’59, 
District of Columbia; Albert Stickney, 

+ LL. B., °62, New York; Hon. 
George Gray, 63, Delaware; Hon. Charles 
Matteson, ’63, Rhode Island; Hon. Simeon 
Eben Baldwin, °63, Connecticut; Hon. 
George Brooks Young, LL. B., ’63, Min- 
nesota; Hon. Robert Todd Lincoln, ’65, 
Illinois; Hon. Oliver Wendell Holmes, 
LL. B., °66, Massachusetts; John San- 
ders Duncan, Esq., LL. B., '67, Indiana; 
Hon. Samuel Fessenden, LL. B., ’70, Con- 
necticut; Augustus Everett Wilson, Esq., 
’70, Kentucky; Hon. Jacob Klein, LL. B., 
‘71, Maryland; Francis Rawle, Esq., LL. 
B., ’°71, Pennsylvania; Hon. Henry Clay 
Simms, ’72, West Virginia; Hon. Hugh 
McDonald Henry, LL. B., ’73, Nova Sco- 
tia; Hon. Charles Joseph Bonaparte, LL. 
B., ’74, Maryland; Hon. Edward Oliver 
Wolcott, LL. B., ’75, Colorado; Prof. Will- 
iam Albert Keener, LL. B., '77, New 
York; Louis Dembitz Brandeis, LL. B., 
‘77, Massachusetts. 


Secretary—Charles S. Rackemann, ‘$1, 
Court street, Boston, Mass. 
Treasurer—Frederic 8S. Goodwin, 
B., ’93, Essex street, Boston, Mass. 

Council, term expires 1904—Austen G. 
Fox, LL. . thy. New: Yorn: G. T. 
Hughes, LL. B., ’94, New York; C. B. 
Barnes, Jr., LL. B., ’93, Boston, Mass. 
The report of the Treasurer showed 
that 43 members had been added during 
the past year, and that the finances of 
the association were in a flourishing con- 
dition. 
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Benton School of Law. 

ht of June 14 the second an- 

oy tne SE ouneal of the Benton Night 

fonool of Law was held at the Y. M. C. 

There was a large audience, William 

A. Garesche was the valedictorian and 

the prize for the highest average in the 

examinations was awarded to Hec- 

tor A. Piednoir, Jr. James Hagerman 
made the address. 

The programme was as follows: | “Stars 
and Stripes,” march; “Holy City,” cornet 
solo; invocation, Dr. John F. Cannon; 
“Faust;’ annual address, James Hager- 
man; medley, “A Happy Home;” valedic- 
tory, William A. Garesche; song; con- 
ferring of degrees, Smith P. Gelt; waltz; 
eoncert. The degree of LL. B. was con- 
ferred on the following graduates: 

Messrs. William John Baggerman, Ros- 
coe Simmons Cate, Frederick Charles 
Deyherle, D. A. Dosenbach, William 
Frederick Heideman, Pierre B. Kennedy, 
paward Sherwood Ryan, Orva C. Time- 
well, George Edward Taylor, John Clay 
Vaughan, Alden Shirley Bradley, Will- 
iam Henry Corcoran, Schiller Arthur 
Dolton, William A. Garesche, Frank A. J. 
Hiller, Hector Alex. Piednor, Jr.; Will- 
jam Frederick Schultz, Henry G. Stock- 
sick, Chase Ulman and Robert George 
Westholt. 


Maine Law School. 


An alumni association has been formed 
for the purpose of maintaining an inter- 
est in the school and keeping in close 
touch with its work. The officers for the 
ensuing year are: President, Walter B. 
Sargent, Brewer; vice-president, Lewis 
A. Banker, Bangor; secretary and treas- 
urer, Fred E. Thompson, Bangor. 


Vanderbilt Law School. 


Under the reorganization of the Van- 
derbilt Law School the chairs will be 
filled as follows: 

T. H. Malone, Sr., dean of facuity and 
professor of equity jurisprudence and 
contract. 

John Bell Keeble, secretary of the 
faculty and professor of real property 
and common law pleadings and practice. 

J. C. Bradford, corporations and moot 
court. 

J. C. Reynolds, commercial and insur- 
ance law. 

P. D. Maddin, law on torts and common 
carriers. 

Judge H. H. Lurton, special lecturer on 
Constitutional law. 

T. A. Street, adjunct professor on do- 
mestic relations. 

T. H. Malone, Jr., instructor. 

J. M. Dickinson and Ed. Baxter, special 
lecturers. 


Baltimore Law School. 


The Baltimore Law School, which was 
chartered by the last legislature and 
which is a reorganization of the Law 
School of the Baltimore University, has 
recently issued its prospectus. The 
avowed object in cutting loose from the 
university was to establish a _ school 
purely devoted to the study of law and 
with no other connections. 

The following now comprise the faculty 
of the school: 

Bernard C. Steiner, dean, public and 
elementary law and general jurispru- 
dence; librarian of Enoch Pratt Free 
Library of Baltimore city. 

Howard Bryant, secretary, pleading, 
Practice and torts; professor Baltimore 
University Schoo! of Law, 1890-1900. 

William F. Campbell, criminal law; 
formerly deputy State’s attorney for 
Baltimore city. 

George R. Gaither, Jr., the law of do- 
Mestic relations; attorney-general of 
Maryland 1899. 

Robert M. McLane, Jr., evidence; 
State's attorney for Baltimore city. 

George C. Morrison, commercial law. 

Edgar Allen Poe, the law of bills and 
Notes, corporations and testamentary 





law; deputy State’s attorney for Balti- 
more city. 

Ralph Robinson, the law of contracts 
and real property. 


George M. Sharp, insurance; Associate 
Judge Supreme Bench of Baltimore city. 

Arthur Steuart, the law of patents and 
copyright. 

Benjamin Howell Griswold, Jr., director 
of moot courts. 

The board of trustees consists of Ber- 
nard C. Steiner, dean; Howard Bryant, 
secretary and treasurer; William F. 
Campbell, Ralph Robinson and Edgar 
Allen Poe, and the board of governors of 
Prof. Herbert B. Adams, of the Johns 
Hopkins University; Francis K. Carey, 
ex-Judge William A. Fisher and Robert 
R. Henderson, of Cumberland, Md. 

Besides those who intend to practice 
law the school is intended for those who 
desire a knowledge of the law as a part 
of their general culture or who are en- 
gaged in business in which such knowl- 
edge will be useful. The school occupies 
rooms on the third and fourth floors of 
the Porter building, corner St. Paul and 
Saratoga streets. The full course is 
three years, and the lectures are at night, 
so that those employed during the day 
may attend. There are now thirty-five 
students in the school, twenty-one ing 
in the senior class and fourteen in the in- 
termediate class. An examination for 
admission to the junior class will be held 
September 27 and lectures will begin 
October 1. 

Detroit College of Law. 

Fifty-two lawyers graduted on June 
22 from the Detroit College of Law at 
the Detroit Opera House. On one side 
of the stage sat the graduates, on the 
other the faculty and invited guests. In 
the centre was Dean Philip T. Van Zile, 
presiding. 

Rev. Donald D. McLaurin, D.D., in- 
voked a. blessing on the graduates and 
their efforts. Thomas Byron MacMahon, 
president of the class, then gave the sal- 
utatory address. Charles Neil Mac- 
Naughton followed with an ofation on 
“Henry Clay,” and the class prophecy 
was given by Henry Albert Caughey, it 
being distinguished by the fact that 
every member of the class was included. 

Ray Bernard Morgan, of Adrian, spoke 
on “Manifest Destiny.” He thought 
that men are creatures of circumstances, 


and exploited the theory of fatalism,’ 


_— man has no control over his des- 
tiny. 

Judson Matthew Perry told the story 
of the class, and Francis Atkinson, A.B., 
gave a red hot imperialistic speech. He 
deprecated the inordinate greed for 
wealth and power that seemed to be 
prevalent in this country, and the fact 
that a poor man can no longer aspire 
to high office. Speaking of expansion 
he said the flag should never be taken 
down where it is once put up, and that 
there is a great commercial future for 
the United States in its new possessions, 
especially since the opening of the 
Siberian railway. 

Luther S. Trowbridge, Jr., son of Gen. 
Luther 8S. Trowbridge, was the class 
valedictorian. Among other things he 
advocated the appointment of judges, 
instead of their election, and that their 
tenure of office be made longer. Judge 
Van Zile brought the evening to a close 
by bestowing the diplomas. 

There were two announcements that 
elated the students and faculty. The 
first was that of the winning of the 
American and English encyclopedia of 
law, a set of books valued at $250, Ly 
Joseph T. Belanger, '99. This prize is 
offered every year by the Thompson 
Publishing Co. for the best thesis on 
some law point. Elmer W. Voorhees, 
99. was given honorable mention. Fred- 
erick J. Morton, '00, won the set of Van 
Holtz’s “Constitutional History of the 
United States,” offered for excellence in 
equity pleading. 

After the exercises the class adjourned 
to the Russell house, where the lobby 
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was decorated in college colors and the 
banquet hall was arranged for the enter- 
tainment that was to follow. After the 
reception an impromptu variety show 
was given, artists from Wonderland, 
Stock’s and elsewhere participating. 
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Lunch was served. After the show the | 


graduates and a few of their friends 
and fellow students adjourned to a room 
set apart for them, where a banquet was 
served and the show continued. 


The New York Law School. 


The commencement exercises of the 
New York Law School were held recently 
in the Carnegie Music Hall, in Manhat- 
tan, a class of 135 young young men re- 
ceiving the degree of LL. B. 

The address to the graduating class 
was made by Justice John Wodward of 
the New York Supreme Court. In ad- 
dition to this address, Dr. St. Clair Mc- 
Kelway made a short speech to the young 
men. The doctor advised the graduates 
to their professional careers by do- 
ing they could to establish themselves 
as responsible and intelligent members of 
the community, striving toward that end, 
rather than to get the reputation for 
mere smartness. There ought to be a 

‘difference between a lawyer’s profes- 
sional attitude and his demeanor as a 
citizen and a member of society, for a 
lawyer ought never to hold a brief 
against citizenship. Dr. McKelway said 
that there was room for improvement 
in the integrity of the bench, as well as 
of the bar, and added that, whatever 
might be the merits of an appointed ju- 
diciary over an elected judiciary, or vice 
versa, “any system that owes its exist- 
ence and power to a political organiza- 
tion is a reflection upon a learned pro- 
fession and a peril to the common- 
wealth.” He urged the young men not to 
be afraid of the bench, and never to 
truckle to a judge. Independence and 
self-respect of this kind might involve a 
temporary loss, but there would be gain 
in the end by such an attitude. The doc- 
tor concluded his remarks by wishing the 
young lawyers not only that professional 
success to which honest effort would en- 
title them, but a full measure of har- 
mony between the inner and outer life 
that comes of the consciousness that 
scmething that has been worth doing has 
been done well. 

Dean George CHase announced the 
award of cash prizes for the best work 
done in essay writing and examination. 
In the first class the first prize, $150, was 
awarded to Ralph Stout, a Brooklyn 
young man and a graduate of Harvard. 
Later it was announced that Mr. Stout 
had also been selected to return to the 
law school as a tutor, the prize fellow- 
ship of $500 a year for three years hav- 
ing been awarded to him. The second 
prize, of $100, was awarded to Harry N. 
Wessel of Manhattan and the thjrd to 
George B. MacComber, $75, of Brooklyn, 
and a Wesleyan graduate, while Luther 
G. Billings of Clifton, S. I., received hon- 
orable mention. From the evening class 
Leo Oppenheimer and John G. Stedman 
were given prizes. 

The address of Justice Woodward was 
listened to with perfect attention, and 
the graduates showed their appreciation 
of his words by long continued applause 
when he closed. 

The degree of Lil. B. was conferred 
upon the following: 

Thomas Allen, A. B. (Y.), St. Louis, 
Mo.; Bayard H. Ames, A. B. (U. Mich.), 
Denver, Col.; Robert B. Austin, Brook- 
lyn; Jules H. Bauer, Manhattan; Frank 
Clyde Baker, A. B. (O.), B. D. (Y.), 
Brooklyn; Thomas G. Barnes, A. B. (Y.), 
Sing Sing, N. Y.; Edward Morris Bern- 
stein, Mount Vernon, N. Y.; Luther G. 
Billings, Jr., A. B. (¥.), Clifton, S. L,; 
Joseph Warren Bishop, A. B. (D.), 
Brooklyn; William O. Boswell, B. L. 
(Ho.), Rochester, N. Y.; Harry Brock- 
hurst, Jersey City, N. J.; George E. 
Brower, Jr., B. S. (P.), Brooklyn; Edward 
A. Brown, William Dunbar Brush, B. L. 
(Ho.), Manhattan; Henry Davis Bush- 
nell, A. B. (H. U.), Plainfield, N. J.; John 
Stephen Buttles, Ph. B. (U. Vt.), Joseph 
Byrne, A. M. (8S. X.), William Francis 
Byrne, Ph. B. (S. X.), Manhattan; Clar- 
ence Bradley Campbell, Brooklyn; Will- 
iam Tuttle Carter, Jr., A. B. (P.), New- 
ark, N. J.; Alvin C, Cass, Manhattan; 





John H. Cassidy, A. B. (G. U.), Norwich, 
Conn.; Alfred Chalmers Charles, Man- 
hattan; Colby Mitchell Chester, Jr., A. 
B., Ph. B. (Y.), Stapleton, S. I.; Richard 
Schieffelin Chisolm, A. B. (Y.), Henry 
Bogert Clark, Manhattan; John Augustin 
Coan, A. B. (S. H.), South Amboy, N. J.; 
Everett Colby, Ph. B, (B.), West Orange, 
N, J.; Frank Alexander Cox, Brooklyn; 
James Tilden Crane, A. B. (Y.), New- 
burgh, N. Y.; Gabriel Davidson, Maurice 
P. Davidson, Manhattan; Alfred Tred- 
well Davison, A. B. (W. U.), Brooklyn; 
John Woodbridge Demarest A. B. (C.), 
Queens, N. Y.; William Vincent Devitt, 
Bridgeport, Conn.; R. Graham Dun 
Douglas, A. B. (Y.), Orange, N. J.; Philip 
Earl Dudley,-~A. B. (Y.), Manhattan; 
James Francis Egan, Newburgh, N. Y.; 
Charles H. English, Newark, N. J.; Will- 
iam Henry Estwick, Jersey City, N. J.; 
Mortimer Fishel, B. S. (C. C.), Astoria, 
N. Y.; Jesse Fuller, Jr., B. S. (C. U.), 
Seymour Keyes Fuller, A. B. (C.), Brook- 
lyn; Frank S. Gannon, Jr., A. B. (S. X.), 
Washington, D. C.; Charles Frederick 
Gehrmann, A. B. (Y.), Manhattan; Fran- 
cis Fenard Giles, A. M. (How.), Brook- 
lyn; Otto Adolph Glasberg, Manhattan; 
George Abbott Green, A. B. (D.), Brook- 
lyn; Alfred Gregory, Jersey City, N. J.; 
George Griswold, 2d, A. B. (H. U.), Man- 
hattan; ‘‘homas G. Haight, Red Bank, N. 
J.; William Knapp Hammon, Jr., A. B. 
(C. C.), Manhattan; Granville A. Harker, 
East Orange, N. J.; Albert W. Harris, A. 
B. (P.), Newark, N. J.; William A. Hart, 
A. B. (¥.), Manhattan; James Hess, Ph. 
B. (Y), Easton, Pa.; Harry Hirschberg, 
Newburgh, N. Y.; Ernest P. Hoes, Yon- 
kers, N. Y.; T. Lloyd Hollister, Brooklyn; 
Frederick William Hottenroth, A. B. (C. 
C.), Manhattan; Ferdinand Hoyt, Jr., 
Fishkill, N. Y.; Raymond Vail Ingersoll, 
A. B. (A), Corning, N. Y.; H. Louis Jacob- 
son, Syracuse, N. Y.; John A. Kelly, 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y¥.; Thomas J. Ken- 
nedy, Frederic Kernochan, A. B. (Y.), Ev- 
erett Phenix Ketchum, A. B. (Y.), Paul 
L. Kiernan, Percy J. King, A. M. (8. X.), 
Manhattan; Carter Robie Kingsley, B. S. 
(C. U.), Bath, N. Y.; Louis Klein, Jerome 
Herman Koehler, A. B. (Y.), Wallace An- 
thony Kroyer, Gustav Lange, Jr., Man- 
hattan; Joseph Henry Lecour, Jr., A. B. 
(T.), Brooklyn; Frederick August Leh- 
bach, A. B. (Y.), Newark, N. J.; Lewis 
Levussove, B. 8S. (C. C.), Jerome C. Lewis, 
Moses Lewis, A. B. (C. C.), Henry 
Adolphe Libaire, Oscar Loewi, A. B. (¥.), 
Manhattan; George B. MacComber, A. B. 
(W. U.), Frederick Balthasar Maerkle, 
Brooklyn; J. Tufton Mason, A. B. (St. J.), 
York Harbor, Me.; Peter J. McGoldrick, 
A. B. (Ma.), Brooklyn; Robert Gillespie 
Mead, Jr., A. B. (W.), Manhattan; Peter 
A. Meagher, A. B. (St.J.), Hoboken; Dar- 
win James Meserole, Brooklyn; Orlando 
Paul Metcalf, A. B. (Y¥.), Pittsburg, Pa.; 
Angelo Mignone, M. A. (St. F.), C. E. (U. 
Nap.), Brooklyn; Julius Miller, Manhat- 
tan; William D. Morrow, Theresa, N. Y.; 
V. Philip Mraviag, A. B. (P.), Elizabeth, 
N. J.; Smith Lewis Multer, Ph. B. (B.), 
Charlotteville, N. Y.; Franklin Nevius, 
Jersey City, N. J.; Francis N. Orlando, 
James D. O'Sullivan, A. B. (S. X.), Fred- 
eric M. P. Pearse, Ernest W. 8S. Pick- 
hardt, A. B. (H. U.), Manhattan; Frank 
Brooks Pierce, Springfield, Vt.; Ezra 
Parmelee Prentice, A. B. (P.), Manhattan; 
W. Stevens Ray, A. B. (Y.), Brooklyn; 
William D. Reed, B. S. (U.), Albany, N. 
Y.; Francis Ellison Reid, A. B. (P.), Man- 
hattan; Robert D. Reynolds, Ph. B. (Y.), 
East Orange, N. J.; Philip James Ross, 
A. B. (U. Vt.), Manhattan; Adolph Ruger, 
Brooklyn; Henry Hathorn Sawyer, A. B. 
(C.), South Gardiner, Me.; Geo. Wesley 
Scott, Tarrytown, N. Y.; W. Harry Sef- 
ton, A. B. (St. J.), Brooklyn; Frank H. 
Shall, Little Falls, N. Y.; Charles Forsey 
Shaw, A. B. (P. 1.), Henry Sileocks, A. B. 
(Y.), Brooklyn; Joseph B. Solomon, A. B. 
(C.), Manhattan; Richard Livingston 


Stafford, A. B. (H. U.), Port Richmond, 
N. Y.; John Gault Steffee, A. B. (Nat. N. 
U.), Manhattan; Leo Stein, A. B. (P.), 
Newark, N. J.; Theodosius Fowler Ste- 
vens, Hoboken, N. J.; Ralph Stout, A. B. 










<3 
(H. U.), Brooklyn; Lioyd Thompson, 
Manhattan; Henry Edwards Tobey, A. B. 
(A,), Oneonta, N. Y.; James Haviland 
Tompkins, Jersey City, N. J.; Jacob Van 
Der Clock, Paterson, N. J.; Frederick H, 
Van Houten, Brooklyn; Emil J. yj. 
lani, A, B. (Ma.), Robert F. Wagner, B 
8. (C. C.), Manhattan; Ernest Hazel. 
wood Wallace, Ph. B. (Ham.), Rockville 
Center, L. I.; John A. Walsh, A. B. (Y,) 
Stamford, Conn.; Edwin Willets Weeks, 
Brooklyn; Harry Nathan Wessel, Man. 
hattan; Borden D. Whiting, Ph. B. (8), 
Providence, R. I.; Harold Moffat Wil. 
son, A. B. (Y.), Newburgh, N. Y.; Ralph 
Isaac Wolf, Little Rock, Ark.; Edward 
Reynolds Wright, A. B. (H.), Brooklyn; 
Paul T. Zizinia, Manhattan. 


The following students were given de. 
grees of LL. M.: 

Clarence G. Bernheimer, B. S. (C. C), 
LL. B. (N. Y. L.), Manhattan; Albert # 
Bierwirth, LL. B. (N. Y. L.), Manhattan; 
Harry G. Bockius, Ph. B., LL. B. (0, 
8. U.), Canton, O.; John R. Davies, LL, 
B. (N. Y. L.), Manhattan, Martin p. 
Deming, LL. B. (N. Y. L.), Arlington, 
Vt.; Augustin S. Hart, LL. B. (N. Y. L), 
Brooklyn; Leo Oppenheimer, LL. B. (N. 
Y. L.), Brooklyn; Robert Rentoul Reed. 
LL. B. (N, Y. L.), Pittsburg, Pa.; May 
Rosett, LL. B. (N. Y. L.), Manhattan; 
Frank 8S. Ruddell, A. B. (L. 8S. U.), LL, 
B, (N. Y. L.), Indianapolis, Ind.; Edward 
S. Thomas, LL. B. (N. Y. L.), Brooklyn; 
Ernest Brock Van Every, LL. B. (N. Y, 
L.), Brooklyn. 





CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSO- 
CIATIONS. 


CHICAGO CREDIT MEN’S ASSOCIATION 


The annual meeting of the Chicago 
Credit Men’s Association was held on 
June 20, at the Grand Pacific Hotel. The 
following were elected officers to serve 
during the ensuing year: 


President—Samuel J. Kline. 
Vice-President—Henry T. Smith. 
Treasurer—C, H. Newhall. 
Secretary—John Griggs. 

Directors for two years—F.. H. McAdow, 


A. W. Becker, F. E. French, E. L 
Wedeles, R. C. Hall, E. M Skinner 


Beyond the displacing of President 
Wedeles by Samuel J Kline, the only 
change made was the election of C. H. 
Newhall, auditor of the First National 
bank, as treasurer, in place of James 
Forgan, president of that institution, 
whose business cares made it impossible 
to permit a re-election to his office with 
the association. The value of the work 
done by the association was emphasized 
in many addresses delivered by members. 
Dorchester Mapes, who spoke as the rep- 
resentative of the Chicago association at 
the annual conventian of the National 
Association at Milwaukee, repeated the 
address he made at the convention. 





THE NEW YORK CREDIT MEN’S ASSO. 
CIATION—REPORT OF DELEGATES. 


The following is the report of delegates 
at the Milwaukee Convention: 

New York, July, 1900. 

The delegates who represented your as- 
sociation at the National convention at 
Milwaukee, on June 12, 13 and 14, desire 
to report that the meeting was the larg- 
est on record and that the enthusiasm 
for the work before the convention was 
unbounded, and that results for the great 
good of the mercantile community must 
necessarily follow is undoubted. 

They would also take this opportunity 
of putting themselves on record as recog- 
nizing the kindly and hospitable manner 
they were received and entertained by 
the Milwaukee Association. 

Reports were made by its committees to 
the convention, which reports were de- 
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pated and either adopted or rejected. 
The following are what appears to your 
delegates as among the most important 
recommendations made: 


Relating to Legislation.—That while in 
y States the local associations have 
peen successful in having passed laws to 
prevent selling out in bulk without pro- 
tection to creditors, it is hoped that all 
cthers will strive to have enacted such 
jaws for the same purpose that will be 
found constitutional under contest. (To 
sell what is yours by right of purchase 
js incontestible under the constituted 
jaws of this State, the collecting of money 
jn payment for them is another matter.) 


The changes to the Bankruptcy Act 
suggested at our previous convention at 
Buffalo and brought before Congress by 
Senator Ray deserve our utmost efforts 
to have enacted and that consideration of 
a change to sections 57 (G) and 60 (B) 
with regard to preferences be actively 
undertaken. (This refers to parties hav- 
ing innocently received payments on ac- 
count from those who have become bank- 
rupt within four months. As the law 
now is construed they must either return 
to the trustees such partial payments or 
surrender title to any balance due.) 


Relating to Investigation and Prosecu- 
tion.—Recommends that increased exer- 
tion be taken by each local association to 
punish dishonesty and to prevent the 
benefits ofthe Bankruptcy Act to those 
where fraud is evident, and that renewed 
efforts be made to have the fund of ten 
thousand dollars available in the hands 
of the Nationa] Committee for the prose- 
cution of those who have perpetrated 
fraud on its subscribers. 


Relating to Mercantile Agency Re. 
forms.—That the improvements made in 
the service the past year by the large 
companies were many and notable and 
due to the untiring exertions of this 
Committee, and that when new questions 
arise as to changes and practical ad- 
vancement they would be considered and 
acted on; a greater use of the “‘Record 
of Commercial Agency Service” was sug- 
gested so that the comparative efficiency 
of the two great companies could be 
gauged. Modern needs must be met by 
modern appliances. 


Relating to Membership.—That while 
the association has grown over 20 per 
cent. the past year, fresh exertions 
should be made by each member to add 
at least one additional name to the roll, 
and that as it is of acknowledged benefit 
to each now, it could be rendered more 
efficacious to all by increase of numbers. 
The Committee highly recommends the 
placing on all office stationery the motto 
“Member of ——— Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion” so that fellow members may recog- 
nize it and more readily answer inquiries 
and also be a permanent challenge to 
outsiders that membership means some- 
thing under other Committees. 


Relating to Credit Department 
Methods.—The credit men should be 
particular to know if applicants take an 
annual inventory, so that fire insurance 
may not be invalidated by omitting to do 
80, as some companies make it a condi- 
tion of their policies. Extension of credit 
should be fully protected in this respect. 
The association “Statement Blanks” and 
“Trade Inquiry Blanks” are highly rec- 
ommended for more general use. 

Relating to Business Literature.—That 
Papers be prepared, on important busi- 
hess questions applicable to manufactur- 
ing, wholesaling, jobbing and retailing 
interests, and that a liberal distribution 
of same be made and that the publication 
of “Business Topics” be continued. 

The trade congresses were quite a feat- 
ure of the convention; the various busi- 
hesses represented met at different times 
and discussed matters appertaining to 
their special lines and many practical 
Suggestions were made as to correction 
of abuses of datings, discounts, returned 
800ds, etc. Respectfully, 


THE DELEGATES. 








BOOK REVIEWS. 


Proceedings of the Annual Congress of 
the National Prison Association of the 
United States, held at Hartford, Con- 
necticut, September 23-27, 1899. 

We beg to acknowledge receipt of the 
foregoing, an interesting volume which 
has afforded us much pleasure to pe- 
ruse. The views of the gentlemen who 
spoke before the association possess 
great interest to all. interested in 
the study of criminology, and we regard 
the book as one of considerable value 
as a work of reference. 


teports of cases decided in the Court of 
Appeals of the State of New York. By 
Edmund H. Smith, State Reporter, Vol- 
ume 162. James B. Lyon, publisher, 
Albany, N. Y. 

Reports of cases heard and determined 
in the Appellate Division of the Su- 
preme Court of the State of New York. 
Marcus T. Hun, reporter. Volume 49. 
Banks & Co., publishers, Albany, N. Y. 
We take pleasure in acknowledging the 

receipt of the foregoing reports. An ex- 
tended review in cases of this kind is, 
of course, impossible, and we can only 
say.that the volumes are of the usual 
standard and excellence. 

The type, binding, paper, etc., is every- 
thing that it should be, and the reporters 
have performed their work in a manner 
eminently satisfactory. 


Manual for Election Officers and Voters 
in the State of New York, by F. G. 
Jewett. Published by Matthew Bender, 
Albany. N. Y. Price, bound in law 
sheep, $2.00. Heavy paper covers, $1.50. 
Mr. Jewett, who, as we are informed, 

is a clerk to the Secretary of 

State, has compiled, so it is claimed, “A 

standard work officially recognized as an 

authority for election officers and 
voters.” It really is a valuable book, 
treating of election matters generally 
and containing forms and annotations. 

We can certainly recommend it to the 

attention of any one interested in the 

subject, as the author has carefully and 
thoroughly performed his task. 


The Charter of the Cities of the Second 
Class. With all amendments, including 
those of 1900. Compiled amd indexed 
by John F. Farrell. Published by 
Matthew Bender, Albany, N._ Y. 
Price, $2.00. 

This is a well edited edition of Chapter 
182 of the Laws of 1898, as amended by 
subsequent provisions. The work is well 
bound, type and paper excellent and is 
undoubtedly of value to an attorney who 
does not desire to be put to the trouble 
of searching our yearly volumes of stat- 
utes. That it fulfills any other purpose 
can be doubted. Annotations are added 
of such decisions (they are very few, by 
the way) as have been rendered up to 
date. 

Take it all in all we regard the work as 
of secondary importance, though doubt- 
less there are occasions when it would be 
desirable to have all the law relating to 
this subject in concise form. 


American Bankruptcy Reports Anno- 
tated. Edited by William Miller Collier 
and James W. Eaton. Vol. Ill. Pub- 
lished by Matthew Bender, Albany, N. 
Y. Price, $5.00. 

Volumes I. and II. of this series re- 
ported the cases to January 1, 1900. Vol, 
III. begins with that date and it is esti- 
mated that there will be two volumes a 
year, no more. 

In previous reviews we have spoken 
of the general nature of these vol- 
umes and have alluded to them as 
well compiled collections of cases 
which attorneys who practice in the 
bankruptcy courts will find very useful. 
We have examined the present volume 
and there are a number of notes of con- 
siderable interest. Among these is that 
on page 55, treating of “Beneficial Inter- 
est Under Trusts;’’ that on page 79 on 
“Enjoining Proceedings in State Courts;” 





that on page 178, treating of “‘Composi- 
tion Proceedings,” and finally the note 
on page 705, treating of “What Is a Gen- 
eral Assignment.” This last note is on 
the case of Rumsey & Sikemier Co. v. 
Novelty & Machine Manufacturing Co. 
In it it is stated that “It is unquestiona- 
bly true that a deed of trust in the na- 
ture of a mortgage containing a power 
of sale, but reserving an equity to the 
mortgagor or pledgor, is not, technically 
speaking, an assignment, because the en- 
tire title to the property does not pass 
to the trustee. (Dunham v. Whitehead, 
21 N. Y., 131, and see Bishop on Insolvent 
Debtors, 3d edition, p. 110, et seq.) But 
where (as appears in this case from the 
judge’s statement of facts) there is an 
absolute conveyance of the title to the 
trustee for the benefit of all the creditors, 
the instrument is none the less an as- 
signment, because it provides that a pos- 
sible surplus shall revert to the grantor, 
inasmuch as that is implied in law. (See 
cases collected in Bishop, p. 250.)’’ 
“There seems to be a good deal of con- 
flict under the act of 1867 as to whether 
a general assignment, non-preferential in 
its terms, was a conveyance “to hinder, 
delay or defraud” creditors. (Loveland, 
Pp. 126; Lowell, p. 350; Collier, p. 50.) Pre- 
sumably the present law was intended 
to put an end to all doubt and to cover 
any instrument in the nature of a gen- 
eral assignment which tends to impede 
the orderly and prompt scheme of the 
Bankruptcy Act in securing an absolute 
equable distribution for all the creditors. 
Compare West Co. v. Lea, 174 U. S. 594, 
2 Am. B. R. 463; in re Gutwillig (C. C. A, 
2d Circuit), 1 Am. B. R. 388; in re Meyer 
(C. C. A. 2d Circuit), 3 Am. B. R. 569. 
Such an assignment, though as a matter 
of fact untainted with fraud, is, if made 
within four months of the filing of the 
petition, a fraud as a matter of law upon 
the act. See in re Gray (N. Y. Sup Ct. 
1900) (3 Am. B. R. 647) 


The Law in Its Relations to Physicians, 
By Arthur N. Taylor, LL. B., of the 
New York Bar. Published by D. Ap- 
pleton & Co., New York City. 

This volume, of some 550 pages, we have 
examined, we trust, with care. The 
author’s aim was apparently to pro- 
duce a work of the “every-man-his-own- 
lawyer,” or rather “every-physician-his- 
own-lawyer’”’ variety. In this, he has 
succeeded fairly well. Whenever a 
client informs us that he “krows 
a little law” we groan in _ spirit. 
When we endeavor to explain to 
him what the New York law is upon 
a given point we are sometimes told 
that “a little book he has at home” says 
otherwise, and much of our valuable time 
and energy are expended in order to 
convince him that the law as laid down 
in the interesting little publication of 
which he is the possessor does not tally 
with our New York decisions, 

It is just this kind of a work that 
makes us agree with a Becket, who, in 
his travesty on Blackstone, takes occa- 
sion to observe: “Every gentleman 
should know the law, and the less he 
knows of it the better.” It requires spe- 
cial training we think (possibly we 
are wrong, but still we think so) to en- 
able an individual to read a law book 
intelligently, and we doubt whether vol- 
umes like the one in question do very 
much good. The writer has produced a 
work which pretends to set forth the 
ordinary principles of law applicable to 
physicians and in force all over the 
United States. Some of his statements 
he bases on cases in one State and some 
on another. This is well enough for a 
trained attorney, who can draw conclu- 
sions as to how far the decisions of one 
tribunal will be followed by another, but 
the layman—well, as far as cases are 
concerned, we don’t believe that the av- 
erage physician even knows what the 
notes at the foot of the page mean. It 
would certainly be somewhat dangerous 
for a doctor to act in accordance with 
some of the principles laid down by the 
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writer based, we will say, upon a Wis- 
consin decision when our medical friend 
happens to reside in New York or New 
Jersey. 


The foregoing, of course, goes only to 
the general utility of the work, and not 
to its literary style. We are frank to 
confess that we have no particularly 
high estimate of the former, though as 
to the latter we do not believe that any 
great amount of objection can be 
taken. Imagine a writer attempting to 
discuss a point such as “‘liability of phy- 
sicians growing out of their conduct in 
cases of contagious diseases,” and doing 
it within the space of five short pages. 
“Negligence in Writing Prescriptions” 
receives just eight lines, “Liability for 
Acts of a Partner” two paragraphs, and 
so forth and so on. 





Historical Jurisprudence—An Introduc- 
tion to the Systematic Study of the De- 
velopment of Law. By Guy Carleton 
Lee, Ph. D., of Johns Hopkins Univers- 
ity. Published by the Macmillan Co., 
New York City. Price, $3.00. 


Since reading Maine’s “Ancient Law” 
and “Early Law and Custom” we have 
perused few works of their class with the 
Interest which Dr. Lee’s has received. 
in historical jurisprudence, says the au- 
thor, the lawyer finds “the solid founda- 
tion upon which rests modern law; the 
vital force of that law, which to him is 
too often a thing to be merely memorized, 
and understanding of those principles 
which are not seldom by him only dimly 
discerned in enactment and precedent.” 


An introduction treats of “The Prov- 
ince of Historical Jurisprudence,” after 
which the work may be analyzed as fol- 
lows: 

Part I.—The Foundations of Law: 
Treating of the Law of Babylonia, Egypt, 
Phoenicia, Israel, India and Greece. 


Part II.—The Development of Jurispru- 
dence: Early Roman Law, Period of the 
Republics, the Law of the Early Empire, 
the Law of the Christian Empire, the 
en Clee Canon Law, and Bar- 

es. 


Part IlIl.—The Beginnings of Modern 
Jurisprudence: The Renewed Study of 
Roman Law, the Reception of Roman 
Law and Early English Law. 

The chapter on that “complex Baby- 
lonian civilization, which produced a 
commercial law in advance of any other 
ancient system—certainly far more ad- 
vanced than the law of Egypt, the only 
nation of antiquity which could be com- 
pared with Babylon,” is replete with in- 
terest. “It is due,” says the author, ‘“‘to 
a fortunate combination of circum- 
stances that the interesting legal code 
of Babylon has been partially preserved. 
The written laws themselves have al- 
most entirely disappeared. The few 
which remain are in most cases so mu- 
tilated as to be almost unintelligible, or 
are full of difficulties of interpretation. 
But a large nypmber of legal documents 
have been preserved, thanks to the 
Babylonian methods of writing, and 
from these the law has been  recon- 
structed. Transactions were recorded 
upon tablets of moist clay. Witnesses— 
who played a very important part in the 
transactions of antiquity—were able to 
affix their seals, if they could not write, 
Those who did not possess a seal could 
make their mark by indenting the clay 
with a finger nail. A slight pressure 
upon the yielding surface was sufficient. 
The tablet was then baked, and remained 
as one of the most convenient and per- 
manent records ever devised. The only 
record which was more enduring was 
made by mesns of engraving in hard 


rock, the lines being filled with 
lead. In some cases an approach 
to this extreme form of durabil- 


ity was made. An egg-shaped piece of 
basalt was selected. On the upper por- 
tion were engraved representations of 
the deities under whose protection the 





transaction was placed; below was the 
record. The reason for the employment 
of this form of records is obscure, but 
a possible clue seems to lie in phrases 
which emphatically refer to the perma- 
nency of the contract so preserved. A 
clay tablet was fragile and might be 
destroyed by accident or design. A more 
durable material, therefore, suggested it- 
self to the parties to a permanent con- 
tract.” 

“A very large number of these con- 
tract tablets have been discovered. 
There are also extant the accounts of 
some important firms or families of 
business men, These accounts extend 
far into the past, and give a valuable 
clue to the private law of the Babylon- 
ians.” 

As showing the minuteness required in 
ancient deeds of real property, the fol- 
lowing conveyance is set forth: 


“A garden and a house, outlying prop- 
erty, on the upper side being the house 
of Sin-Istar, on the lower side the house 
which is the inheritance of the sons of 
Ubar-Sin, at one end of the street and 
at the other end—the narrow end—the 
house of Sin-azu. Sini-Istar, the son 
of Ilu-Irba, and Apil-ili, his brother, 
have érranged the price with Minanl, the 
son of Migrat-Sin, and Ilu-Itura, his 
son, and have paid three and one-half 
silver minas as the full price. For dis- 
tant days, for future times he shall 
not act contrary to this agreement. He 
shall call on the name of his king. Wit- 
nesses: Nabi-ilischu, the scribe; Ilu-ip- 
palsa, the notary; Ibu-ikisca, son of Im- 
meru (and seven other witnesses). His 
tablet agrees with the tablet of the wit- 
nesses. In the month Shebat, on the 26th 
day, in the year when King Ri-Agu 
conquered (7?) the enemies and adver- 
sary.” There are attached two seals: 
that of Ramman-illat-su, the son of Ani- 
pani-ili, and that of Ilu-ka-Ningirsu, the 
son of Apil-ili-scha, servant of the god.” 

We are in all probability indebted to 
the Phoenicians for our consular system. 
“It is a commonplace that in the ma- 
jority of ancient States a stranger had 
no rights. In some respects, the case 
of the Phoenician merchant was worse 
than that of others. He was often 
suspected of being addicted to fraud and 
knavery of every kind, and it was espe- 
cially necessary that his property and 
life should be secured from attack. In 
some places he was from the beginning 
protected by treaty or contract with the 
authorities, but in the majority of cases 
friendly relations were only gradually ac- 
quired. The custom of hospitium by 
which a stranger attached himself to a 
resident sufficed as long as there were 
but few Phoenicians at any one place, 
or there was little commerce with that 
place. We learn from Plautus the 
method in which this hospitium was cre- 
ated. According to the dramatist, a 
Greek citizen, Antidamas, had made a 
compact of hospitium with a citizen of 
Carthage, Hanno by name. As an evi- 
dence of friendship they prepared a tab- 
let of clay, not unlike a Babylonian con- 
tract tablet. This was broken in two, 
each man retaining half. These tessera 
hospitalis would exactly fit together and 
thus prove that the holder was the per- 
son with whom the compact of hospi- 
tium had been made. They were care- 
fully preserved by the respective families 
of the parties. In course of time Hanno 
had occasion to visit his friend and pro- 
tector, and took with him his portion of 
the tablet. He found Antidamas dead, 
but he was recognized by the heirs, who 
had preserved their portion of the tablet. 
A number of tablets similar to this have 
been found, some with Greek and others 
with Latin text. They recorded cove- 
nants of hospitality between Phoenicians 
and Greeks and Romans.” 

“But the Phoenicians carried one step 
further the protection of their citizens 
in foreign places. This was done by a 
method closely resembling the modern 
system of foreign consuls. The autaori- 
ties of the various Phoenician city-stateg 
were accustomed to appoint a citizen of 
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each important foreign city as proxengg. 
he was the representative and attorney 
of the citizens of the country which ap. 
pointed him, as long as these remaineg 
within the territory for which he y.4 
appointed. These proxeni for the Various 
Phoenician cities were to be found in the 
chief towns of Greece, and are mentioneg 
in many i..scriptions.” 

For the advocates of codification the 
chapter treating of the Justinian Cog 
will possess much interest. We quote 
the following: ‘The work was complete 
in a surprisingly short space of time 
Within fourteen months it was finisheg 
and the Emperor was able in a constity. 
tion of April 7, 529, to announce to the 
Praetorian prefect that the commissio, 
had completed its labors and reporteg 
the new code to him. The prefect was 
directed to announce that the code woulg 
come into effect on April 16, 529; and 
was expressly forbidden all pleaders ang 
advocates, under penalty of incurring 
guilt of fraud, to quote any constitutions 
not included, or to quote those included 
in other form than as there presented, 
The new constitutions, together with the 
works of the ancient interpreters of the 
law, must suffice for the decision of ajj 
suits. No difficulty was to be raised }» 
cause some of them were without date, 
or because they had originally been only 
private rescripts. This last point was 
especially important, inasmuch as de- 
cisions in private cases—unless especial 
statement was made to the contrary— 
had for a long time been inapplicable to 
other similar cases. Each case had been 
decided upon its own merits. All these 
rescripts, as far as thov were included 
in the Code, were now to be used. Privi- 
leges which had been granted to corpo- 
rations and cities, though they were 
not in the Code, were allowed to stand, 
provided that they were not in conflict 
with the laws therein contained. * * * 
Before the Commission had finished the 
Code and begun their new task, a diffi- 
culty had arisen. Tribonian, who had 
assumed the leadership in the work, saw 
that there were many points in the law 
which needed authoritative decision from 
the Emperor himself. There were vari- 
ous contradictions, so fundamental that 
the Commission was not competent to 
deal with them. From this necessity 
came a body of fifty decisions, succes- 
sively enacted immediately after the 
completion of the Code. These Quin- 
quaginta decisions, which Justinian, in 
the Institues, attributes to the sugges- 
tion of Tribonian, were ratified Nov. lf, 
634. It is this edition which is now ex- 
tant. All copies of the earlier Code have 
disappeared, so that no comparison be- 
tween the two editions is possible. But 
it is highly probable that the new edi- 
tion was simply the original Code, modi- 
fied only by the insertion of the four 
hundred or more enactments issued by 
Justinian in the fifty decisions, and by 
the omission of those parts which were 
in conflict with those enactments. The 
Code was divided into twelve books, and 
contained between 4,600 and 4,700 enact- 
ments. Each of these enactments is 
given with the name of the Emperor 
from whom it came, the person or corpo- 
ration to whom it was addressed, and 
the place and time of issue, if known. 
Of the whole number of selections, about 
one-half were originally rescripts that 
up to this period had not enjoyed bind- 
ing force. The earliest enactment in- 
cluded is one of Hadrian’s rescripts. The 
imperial contributions to the Code were 
of varying extent. There were taken in 
excerpts from Verus and Marcus Aure- 
lius about 180; Commodus, about 19; 
Septimus Severus and Caracalla, about 
190; Caracalla alone, about 250; Alexan- 
der Severus, about 460; Gordian III, 
about 270; Diocletian and Maximinian, 
more than 1,200; Constantine, about 200; 
Valentinian alone, about 170; Arcadius, 
about 180; Theodosius II., about 190; Jus- 
tinian about 400.” 

We shall not quote further from this 
interesting treatise, though the tempta- 
tion is great. We have often wonde 
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why law schools, as a general rule, do 
not make the study of historical juris- 
prudence, with the aid of a work like the 
resent, a regular part of their course. 
Would not a student of Blackstone or 
Kent (whose works are usually first 
studied) be far better equipped after a 
careful perusal of a preliminary treatise 
like this? In our rush and hurry we are 
pecoming more and more practitioners 
and less and less lawyers. It is to 
works like the present that we are in- 
debted for a proper understanding of the 
true science of law. 


LAWYERS IN TROUBLE. 


The Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia in general term has issued or- 
ders against Attorneys James H. Smith, 
Howell Titus, and Lewis J. Yeager, to 
show cause on or before October 2 next 
why they should not be disbarred from 
practice before the local courts. Smith is 





stand behind the constable and make 
good any loss he might sustain, and fur- 
ther says he induced said officer to testify 
that the execution was given him by his 
clients and not by Gray. Gray declined 
to pay the officer’s loss and he also failed 
to appear when summoned by the 
grievance committee, which consists of 
Cc. S. Canfield, of Bridgeport, Russell 
Frost of Norwalk, and H. H. Knapp of 
Bridgeport. There are already three 
charges pending against Gray. 


RECENT DEATHS. 


Pe 

CALIFORNIA. 

Patrick Reddy, San Francisco. 

Mat F. Johnson, Sacramento 

James Seymour Dougherty, Los Angeles, Cal. 

Alexander Z. Loughborough, San Francisco. 

COLORADO. 

E. B. Clark, Denver. 

Hon. John H. Williams, Manitou Springs. 
CONNECTICUT. 

Henry Barnard, Hartford. 





SPECIAL SALE 


Standard Sets of Reports 


for next thirty days. 


We have one set of each 


AT A BARCAIN. 


WRITE FOR PRICES. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK C0,, 


Rochester, N. Y. 
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has tried Attorney H. L. Christy for al- Chas. A. Reed, Taunton. Appellate Div, (Hun) 48 vols. 
leged unprofessional conduct, found him Judge Eugene F. Warner, Coventry Sittereail § valumnen, 
guilty and appointed a committee to in- M. Chamberlain, Chelsea. Above 6 items comprises a, complete set of N. ¥. Supreme 


Geo. Casper Adams, Quincy. 
stitute debarment proceedings against | Walter G. Hill, Roxbury. N Y. Superior Court Reporte, 6$ volumes. 
him in all the courts in which he prac- Henry M. Meek. Salem. N. Y. Criminal Court Reports, Rogers City Hall Recc rder, 


tices. How soon the proceedings will be MICHIGAN 





6 volumes 
instituted have not yet been determined, Gen, L. G. Rutherford, Hart. Skilman’s N.Y. Cen aes Spee 2 vet: 


Ww 

as the committee appointed will have eS ee eee Parker, §. ¥, Criminal +- — 

Charge of the preparation of petitions Judse John W MecMath. Bay City Gowen.s E- S: Sriminal Nhe = 

and details. Besides all the members David S. Harley, Manistee. Connoly’s New York nal 17 yolnmes. 

have just been notified of their appoint- David J. Evans, Detroit. ‘Above # items comprises 8 complete set of N. Y. Criminal 

ment, and have not indicated whether MINNESOTA Practice Reports, ‘3S volumet 

they will accept. The committee was ap- August G. Braden, Minneapolis sates - Howard, 61 volumes. 

pointed at a recent meeting of the asso- ee mapper nano 5 pa wk olumes. 
2 4 TRI. volun 

ciation when the association’s committee Theodore P. Green, St. Louis Abbot’s New Cases, 32 xolumes. 

on offenses, which investigated the case Judge Rudolph Hirzel, Claytor 

against Christy, made its report. The al- W. Ewing Hall, Kansas City 

leegd indiscretion of Mr. Christy oc- yotge ie. 5S AS St. Senge 

Leslie Orear, Marshall. 

curred during the trial of the divorce suit NEBRASKA 

of Sadie E. Braun against her husband, Wm. R. Morris, Omaha. 

William F. Braun, in Butler, about a NEW JERSEY 

year ago. Mr. Christy was one of the John W. Bissell, Jersey City 

lawyers for Mrs. Braun, and it is alleged Judge Job H. Lippincott, Jersey City. 

he arranged with a number of witnesses | "85. H. Johnson, Montolalr. 

to give perjured testimony for his client. 7 ; seaiay MEXICO 

For some reason the false testimony was Henry I. Warden, Albuquerque 

aot offered. a + ny obtained her di- NEW YORK —— 

orce, notwithstanding an appeal taken Col. Ih 8. Jenney, Syracuse. 

to the Supreme Court by Braun. He is Geo. S. Devendorf, Amsterdam WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK cé., 

the prime mover against Christy, being a ge 41 State Street, Rochester, W. J. 

represented in the evidence offered before | fH. Sheldon Niagara Palis. : cadets 

the Bar Association by Attorney John Gilman L. Sessions, ‘Binghamton 


Marron aan War, Bi“ WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


The grievance committee of the Fair- bn ig 3 2 “eon y 
field (Connecticut) county bar has lodged John M. Myers, Canton. 
another charge against Joseph A. Gray, John H. Woodward, Cincinnati 
the Norwalk lawyer against whom there PENNSYLVANIA 
are already three complaints pending. | Hon. Joseph F Louser, Schacterstown. 
ef unprotessionai conduct it his dealings | Eitindnitt" We duen ics 7 
S810 Cc ct in S dealings Christopher W. Smith, Pittsburg T 

With an officer who served papers for him ey nn iy - Me tear od een Med Lee on 
in the somewhat famous case of James | {238° WB. eee oe ieaccquillas Valley. senting 25 agencies, 100 other foreign clients ; 
Price and wife against Oreon L. Bassett ; TEXAS 45 entire country, consequent litiga:ion ; 
and wife. Originally the Prices were Joseph Borden, Lufkin. 00, cash only, ill health. Address, Lock Box 26, 
given judgment to recover $78 damages Judge W. H. Ford, Beaun Ottam 
on $20.07 costs against Mrs. Price. VERMONT 

er an execution was issu s Judge L. H. Thompson, Irasbure. i . 
the body of Bassett, and given: tn com John H. Tipton hd, = “eo rr a ps 
Stable to serve. The constable, having as- , : “ WASHINGTON. on Soe. ae Ss T } & , Bom Ameri- 
certained that the judgment was against M. M. Madigan, Seattle. ing async 
ore. Bassett, did not take Bassett’s body Jedge Ry Be BLE la LL. M.; 30; six years city 
ut, according to the complaint, returned — . Hagens. Morranto ELIA wyer, -M.; 30; y ex- 
to Gray, who threatened to hold him re- aoe Mere ISCONSIN. peas as R , now member of firm, wishes to 
Sponsible if he did not serve the paper. Arthur L, Page, Sparta. prac 
Suit was subsequently brought against ar Fe "Siea on hae oie. rat-class man with 
the officer and his bondsmen, and it cost ah * CANADA. iti - References given re- 
pm about $300. The complaint of the Hon. A. R. Dickey, Halifax, N. 8S. 3 J. Kenpatt, P. O. Box 114, 

mmittee alleges that Gray promised to eI 


Be 


, 3 volumes. 
N. 8.1 volume, 
Anne Cases, 6 volumes. 
Monthly Law Bulientin, 
olumes. 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IX UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


The Attorneys named in this list have been recom- 
mended banks, bank 


























endorsement which give placing 

mes hertn,” I howe er. here ek ‘oat 
su w 
creditably thus 













@” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms. 



































ALABAMA. 
PCRS ccc cocsousctdseces W. R. Walker 
— SED sassnansinnnitinesuiienee S$. W. Johnston 
Refers to Bank of Attalla. 
Bessemer (Jefferson) ................-.---- A. Estes 
* (Jefferson)............ E. C. WINSTON. Jr 





305 Jefferson < eree Savings Bank Bldg. 
Carbon Hill (Walker) 


























Pewee en ee ware eats eeste 







































See e sence s seeeee 





(Madison) .............. ice Cooper 

Refers toFirstNat Bk andW. it isenCo, b’kers. 
Jaaper® Walker--.--..--< ----- ------ L. Windham 
Alabama National Beak pe ny 


and the Bank of Jasper, Jas 
Livingston* (Sumter) me Reuben Chapman 


Mobile* (Mobile) 
GREGORY L. & H. T. SMITH. Commercial law. 






































ice courts. Attorneys for First 
a Bank, City National Bank, Louisville 
Nashville . and Mobile Street Railroads. 


































































fe “Peter T. Robertson 
F. M. Doan, Judge Second Judicial 
ce. 


ARKANSAS. 








¢ sews ee eee eceeenee 
eee wees tee ceeeeee 
eer eeceeee 
wee eee reer seme nenee 






Rock* D. cevccscesccee GEORGE B. PUGH 
ano ig om OR Refers to Bank of Com- 














to Hem 
Van ety (Craw: E. 
Walnut Ridge* (Lawrence)............. W. E. Beloate 


CALIFORNIA. 


ee 


eee e ene cemaeeeeerenaeee 


Angeles ioe 

E. J. & 0. J. BAMBERG R, 515-517 emer Langhiia 

te fi ——y - commercial and corpo! 

tor the Citizens’ Bank. 

BROOKS, WONTAGN NE & BYERS. Practice in all 
© United States. Special attention 
jw and collections. Office: 
ea aed without permission to 
at . Notary and steno- 


GP tee St dete 
wo 4 tee, ‘tetas a Bldg. 


Attorneys 
onal Bank of California, San Diego 
Land & Town Co San Diego Water Co., Con- 
80) ater Co., &o. 
Modesto* (Stanisiaus)............-..--....P. 
Oakland* (Alam: 


ate metre meee eseesenees 


eee eee ee renee eees 


San Diego) weqcesugeone 


st. Attorney for FirstNat.B’k, 
FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 
E. }. & 0. J. BAMBERGER, Call Bldg. Collections, 
comenneee mF [corporation law. Attorneys 
mMMerce. 
BROOKS, 5, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice in all 
courts, State and Federal. es attention 


given collection and commercial law. Notary 
pr her in office. Office: Phelan Bldg. 


MAGUIRE & e's GALLAGHER, Parrott Buildin . 





1015 


feeeeeeeene 


eae rings (i R. A. Sidebotham 

to Bimotallic Bank and First Nat'l Bank. 
Delta* Delta MR copbceaenshsaosetiinnn Millard Fairlamb 
‘ers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 





Denver* (Arapahoe) 
KELLOGG, POST ~ pees, & 008 Benest & 


—— & PAR s Tip 1b 10 Peer — Bank Bldg. 
Dank B 
References : Western Bank, km and 


Buffalo Commercial Bank, Buffalo, N 
—* ea —— =. 815 to 817 Ernest & = 
Refers to First National Bank. 


CONNECTICUT. 











FREDERICK G. a. EBERLE, s12 Main st. 


in all courts of th 
an collections. B. _ Depesitions taken 


Gen practice in 

Collection departmen 
ful attention. Deposi 
W. Fuller, Notary Pab' 
st. Referenees: Hartfo 


Room 11, 


vice-pres' tConn. MutualLifeIns. 


Bank and Meriden Savings Bank. 


eral law 
Bank New Britain National Ban 
‘ew Haven* (New Haven) 


pany 
sy k, New Haven, and N 


National Bank. 

k and 
perience in 
National Bank or an 

HOMER H. SHEPARD, 
Practice in all State courts. 
commercial law and collections, 
Promptly remit and report on al 


National Bank. 


> Equitable .. 


receive m: prompt 
ware chatkens 

for non-resident 

N of Dela 
BALDWIN SPRINGER 

Union National Bank of W 
WA’ 


tions a specialty. 
cent, * sare ap tay Bldg, . 
fone Boces ’ 





States, tae courts of the 
theCoart of Caine and ecutive De 
mercantile 


FRANK M. CHURCH, mg, a Lary Ran 
General la w practice. = 


JAMES F. MULLALY, Warder Bldg. 
w, collections. 





Betigepere: (Faire) 

W. CAREY (of Hawley & ), 24 Sanford 
Bldg. Sais. G facilities for ections in all 
pane = .P and com- 

mercial la’ ae 
L. K. Gould, "7 & 9 Franklin Block. Refers to 
Danbury* ebeccodaccseces sé D. ——_ 
Oeeeeuien Peirhald) SL A Babbar 


a 


General aw 


matters. 
NEWBERRY, ELLSWORTH &  coboMAn, 50 State st, 
State and Federal 


ving prompt 
ene taken nad = 


Nat'l Bank 
Trust & Safe Deposit Co., John M. h 


jon 
WILLIAM S. PRICKETT, A Equitable 
lections, Fla ogy a neal 


Refers to Urenrdl Hetional 
wor GUERRY 87-88 Fendall awe 
Loan & & Trust Co. 


ee 


Fred 
756 
Con 


Middletown* (Middiesex)........ WM. J. COUGHLIN, jp 
Collections and commercial law, specialties. 
Moodus (Middlesex)............ to East Haddam 
Naugatuck (New Haven............ Jenn M. Sw 
New Britain (Hartford)................B. - GAFFNEY 


Room 2, 3 and 4, ee Se 838 Main st. 
ractice. References: pemaniey Natl 


"SAMUEL E. L iif 42 Church st. Collections 
rous attention. References: 


ow Haven 


Lyne neues, Dies pe fh Bldg. Refer 
to First National Ban City Bank. 
WALTER POND, 69 Church st. Fifteen years er. 
collections, jon, Commercial 
and probate matters. Refers to Tradesmen’s 
wholesale house. 


10, Glebe Corpenant 


res 
| business, 


References: Connecticut Savings Bank, Yas 





business in all parts of this ee Pr 
secting ator ong Be for this city. References: First 
k, Dime Savi Bank om ‘Judge 

Hubbard, ex- of 
E eeead -- FREDERICK PEASLET 


Bldg. S 


—— —+y - abet William B. Sharp & & oe 
WILLIAM F. SMALLEY, Equitable Bldg. 


Collections 
tion. Dela 


Act as resident 

ons. Referens 
ware. 

ot of Witlngue “i 

actary public. Depositions taken. ; 

ath DY OF COLUMBIA. 
JOHN A. GARTNER. 221 434 st. Mercantile colle 
Refers te Central WV: 





anes | & cy fie Louisiana = 
oy RA Court #3 om United 


319 “3 


i 


Refers # 
Commercial 
Lom 


eo Trost Co. and any Mercantile gency in 


HUBERT E PECK, 620 F ot, 8. W. Exper 
Paten’ 

E. G. SIGGERS, 918 F st., N. W. Patents and 
Patent Law. (See adv't.) 
















TEE | 


= 
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BEES 2. PEREEE 


aE a3 ERE 


 EPETEREREETEERSEREEELESE EXSEE JES 


agrvEteses F 


So be be be be 


errr”, 
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FLORIDA. 
Bartow" ( 
Braidentown 
Refers to J. 
Cedar Keys (Levy). - ° - a 
(W ashington n).. O. Butler, Sr 

a Shy Dekli & “ee Bankers, at this place. 
* (Alachua 


aes ee-James T. Sanders 


GEORGIA. 


seveccoceseg ane ~en 
-.ee-C, R. WINCHESTER 
Bank. 
FD men 
a 
Refers to all leading business bonses. 


* (Fulton) 
MCELREATH & Sa (Walter McElreath, 
Emmett M ), 715-717 Temple Court. 
and collections. Refer- 


Oelartorn" (Polk) ae 
Refers to Copmevetal aes rn 
° -+se0«--hhe080 Crawford 
Thomson 


s oosupe cnihiiaiideian 
IPTSEALN TREN 
7 


W. T. Burkhalter 
--eeeeee0, E, CARPENTER 


ham) 
Geo. W. Beckett. Southern Bapeene Oo. Bid, 
ow ey ng Bank of Savannah, M: 


te Cutie’ Bank of Waynesboro. 


IDAHO. 

eo gh Idaho Commercial & Collection Co. 

Ltd). or Rowen, Se. 

Caldwell” (OREGER) .0cccccces coccssceos - A. Griffiths 
Challis* (Custer L. H. J 


Cham 
con 


AGO* wal 
HOSian CRATTY, Floor 13, Security Building, 188 
Madison st., Lhioage. Chicago references: 
: 3 Fisher, teas m. 2 Bash & Co., a 
Simmons é Co., gloves. Depositions 
betore Al Alice Manning, Notary Publi .c. room 1308. 


ational i of Chi or an 
one man in Dwight, 0) oe x 


( 
El Paso (Woodford) ..................- J.¥F 
Fairfield on 


Fulton (Whiteside) 
* (Jo Davies 

Gales (Knox) WM. D. GODFREY 
Galesburg National Bank Bidg. A = 
Galesburg National Bank, Oneida State 

ee = -, Bank of London Mills, London Mik, 


Greenup (Cum 


berland) . to Mattoon 
Harrisburg* (Saline). . 
apes 


-Send 
_Choisser, Whi tley & Choisser 
Fred 8 


_ & Walter 
— H. Paddock 


(Coles) 
Refer to any bank in Matteon or Coles County. 
Moline* (Rock 4 ~~ etpnepeeetedees i Peck 
Momence (Kankakee)..................- KE. P. Harney 


Refers to Momence Banking Co. of tah 
Monmouth* (Warren J. B. Brown 
to 


Olne Lee veccccecsocccs cocccccccess C. Ritter 


ers to Fires Wational Bank and Giney Beak. 
Oregon’ 
H. G. Cook 
609 La Salle st. Refers to First National and 
Banks. 


National 
cei & Son 


Pana (ecietien) eeeseccceccce E. A. 15 
Paris* (Edgar)............... R. L. & G 
Paxton* ( era 2 
Pekin* (Tazewell) 
Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 
also First National Bank, goon 
Peoria* 
Pontiac’ (Livingston H 
Refers to any bank in Livingston poke 


® Island) Al 
Refers to Rock Island National Bank. 
Rushville* (Schuyler)...................L. A. Jarman 
McLean 


Springfield* (San; ) 
GtORGE A. SANDERS, Over First National Bank. 
Refers to any bank in the city. 


Streator (LaSalle). .... 


James M. Taylor 





wiordsville* (Mon‘ gue. B 
Refers to First Nat'l and 

Crown Point* (Lake)............ ‘ a 
Decatur* (Adams 


Fort Wa: (Allen) .. ZOLLARS, WORDEN & ZOLLARS 
and of Pa. RR. Co. 


Pittsburg, Ft. W & Chicage Ry. 
Hamilton National bank. . 


H. ¥. BULLOCK, Ingalls Bldg. Twel 
ve years ex- 
in collections, ma 


Tiel Geecmnetel, trast emi veal esteby imation. 


List of commercial clients and references on 
a 


JOHN W. KERN, Suite No. 835 New Stevenson Bldg. 
Refers to Fletcher National Bank. 


oe Roscoe E. Kirkman 
Decccce KRAMER, HEURING & MAY 
he Farmers’ Bank. 








e* (Christian) 
Refers to H. M. Vandeveer & Co., bankers. 
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INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Ardmore (Pickins).............--+-.++ J. C, Thompson 
Caddo (Choctaw Nation)....CHARLES E. McPHERREN 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank of Caddo 
Chickasha* (Pickins).......... Charles L. Feo hheimer 
Grove (Cherokee Netion). -Send toJd.C. jhe atVinita 
ewe (North Dist.) ..... See Wagoner 

* (Creek Nation).... 
Fone (Cherokee Nation). .. 
Purcell (Pontotec)...... ........ 1. W. eracess 
Refers to the Chickasaw National Ban 
McAlester (Choctaw Nation) 
Ry ee ce We courte. Re- 


oa eeeeee 






Tahlequah* (Cherokee Nation) ..........-. 4 T. Parks 
Refers to Bank of Tahlequah at and 8. H. Mayes, 
Principal Chief Cherokee 

Vinita (Cherokee Nation) ...............--- J.C. Starr 
Refers to T. S. Remsen, merchantatGrove, Ind.Ter. 

Wagoner (Creek Nation) ............. Craig & Kellogg 

IOWA. 
(Hardin)... ..coccecececccecs aceces Daniel Eiler 

ae Teiias) eneesecccecccccnecenseonsess F. E. 

Afton* (Union).............-----0+.-- H. P. Armitage 

Albia* (Monroe) .................- Townsend & Mason 

* (kK )o-cvccccccccccceccees E. V. Swetting 

Anamosa* (Jones)...... .......------+--- Cc. M. 


Brown 
Walter E. Haynes 
- Send to Estherville 





Ooigubent T. COO COOPER, Goomty Smee Dk Me, 


National Bank and 
Sool by Re 
es * ———. Commercial and corporation 
Prompt en 2 ——— —— 
itloms. ractice in all courts. No’ 
ids N: ~ m4 


ational 
& Savings Bank, L. Wallace 
z & Son, ‘one Central Newspaper Union of Cedar 


Charlies City* (Floyd). .............--0000+. P. W. Burr 
Refers Se tlacna’ National Bank. 

Charter Oak oo 

Cherokee* (Cherokee)..............--- M. WAKEFIELD 
Tofers to First National Bank. A general law 
practice. Collections and real estate litigation, 

specialties. Notary public. 





Clarion* { Wright) Nagle & Nagle 
Clinton* (Clinton) George B. Phelps 
Cooper (Greene) ........ .... .-Send to Jefferson 
( (Adams). ..-D. H. Meyerhoft 
( Binufts* (Potta .-Harl & McCabe 
Cresco* (Howard) Willard L. Converse 
Craston* (U Jobn M. Ha: 


nion) 
Refers to the Iowa State Savings Bank and R. 
Dun & Co. 


ee UMMINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Y Block. 
Refer to Towa National and Valles Nat'l Banks. 
—— ss corre. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 

d Marquardt Savings Bank. 


Gen- 
Ae ‘pencils. Thoroughly equipped col- 


extion department. 


Dees von CO 
LYON & LYON, Cor. 5th & Main sts. Refer to First 
ee Benet held oe iettennee 
sand an man- 
ufacturer or wholesaler; Th The H. B. Claflin Co., 
New York; Carson, Perre, Scott & Co., Chicago. 


y 


Elkader* (Clayton) 





eee eee eeeesewaseees 





(Shelby) T.1 
Refers to Shelby County Bank of Suton. 


maeiey (On Di bagindiddcseessnannnad W.P.B 
aes cate See ae C. H. Colby 
Co., bankers. 
Hawarden (Sioux) svebendons coset Hatchinson & Piank 
General law practice. Cotaeieas a specialty. 
to Northwestern State 
polit ¢ (Humboldt)........ Prouty, Suse & ae se 
Ida Grove* (Ida).... ...... .....- 
— ~m Jecccecccoccces 
Wi ) 
Le Mars* (Plymouth)..............-.--++ E. T. BEDELL 
Refers to First National Bank 
Lenox (Taylor). .........-.-.s00+e+-00+++s- J.B. Dann 
Livermore (Humboldt) ................-- to Bode 
(F Dc cnica miei to eld 
mae aduesonenee L. R. Bolter & Sons 
to J 
iebone enagncssosactends Preston & Mofit 
conncnes Aldrich & Lawrence 
(Harrison) ........... Frank Tamisiea 
m ¢ Pecacccoccccces C. McMasters 
Mount P' it* Decncce coves cous Babb & Babb 
* (Muscatine) ..............- Brown 
Nashua (Chickasaw) ............--«0.+«+- W. P. Perrin 
eola Daccccaseccecsshsoudl Clark 
Nevada* (Story)....... .----.-- Fitchpatrick & McCall 
Refers t National Bank. 





og a. a pian enebbenhetnening G. F. Humbert 
te the Mitchell County Bank. 
Osceola* (Clarke) 
Oskaioosa* ( 
Ossian (Winneshiek) 
Ottosen (Humboldt) 
Ottamwa* (W: 
Packwood — 
Paton (Greene) 
Pleasant Plain (Jefferson) 
Postville 
Preston ( 
FSD acc cocsocesstl O. H. Montsheimer 
Rippey (Greene) 
Rock Rapids* (L; 
Ww. . reset general law practice in State and 
Collections and real estate 4 
we 2 N and steno; her 
‘ers to Iowa and First Nat'l im 
Rock Seaman (Sioux) pocdcscecedocccesess W. C. Leonard 
Rolfe (Pocahontas) .................-.....-C. C. Delle 
Ruthven —_ DTEs) ccccce coscce Send to os 
Sac City* (Sac). ..........-cccccesseees 
Sanborn (orBrie wade dees cosencessécous J. A. ay — ~ 
Sac) A. P. Searle 





Sioux City* 
see: “pot LOHR, Masonic Bldg. Collec- 
‘tions and law a 
hants’ and Nat'l Banks. 




















mane 


Leavenworth* (Leavenworth) 
A — law peaciiee in all 


So. 


N 
Oberlin* ( ) 
Refers to Oberlin National Bank. 
Olathe* (Johnson) 
Osawatomie (Miami) Louis 
Refers to the Farmers & Mechanics’ le 
) 











Topeka* (Shawnee! 
. HURON. Prompt attention to mercat- 
eo Uno Rote. National, 


First 
Merchants’ _—— = Central Nat’) Banks 
of Topeka. Practice in all courts. 


Wa Keoney* Webiagion cescceccacecs ecae H. Cox 
Wallagton Leng) on onnensase tt Fee 


HUTTMANN & H 
Bank of Wichita. 


Winfeld* (Growiey == soces 7% 





eee eee eweeeens 





KANSAS. 
Abilene* (Dickinson).............++ «<2. G. W. 
A it ( Pocccccccsecd copenes Send to mnt 
Anthony* (Harper) .............. Huston & M 
4 ar ores PR ee E C. L. Swarty 
tehison) & W. A. Jacken 
W. T, Dilla 
- A.G Mew 
R. M. Frake 
-Elmer A. Raunya 
E. M. Conn) 
Golby* (Thomas)............--..---Arth ar ii 
‘ - ote P. Perking 
Cotton wood Falls* (Chase) ...... os +seeeehnston Brey 
Council Grove* (Morris) ...........Geo. P. Morehougs 
hton* Cane): seseeces wecceceuanaen + 8. Simmons 
El Dorado (Butler)... Hamilton & Lene 
Emporia*™ (Lyon)............00+++- eccces L. B. 
Bureka* (Greenwood)..........---.. Fuller & Jackson 
Fort Scott* (Bourbon) ........++++--+0-.++ John D. Hil 
P CUIOMD: cnncecesecuccscesa R. W. MeGnth 
Refers to Wilson Co. B’k and State B’k of Fredonia 
Garden City* (Finney)............ esecse Milton Brow: 
Garnett* (Anderson)...............0.----. A. J. Smith 
Girard* (Crawford) .........--+-..--0++ E. W. Arnold 
potas to -_ of Girard. 
Goff (Nemaha)..............--cceee++-- Send to Seneca 
Goodland SOD 0 o.000000006Keuseee John Hartaler 
Refers to Goodland Ci 
Great Bend* P.cacccocse eocecece J. H. Jennion 
* ( ) eccccccccccccercoseces . F. Shae 
Holton* (Jackson) ............++«+ Hopkins & Hopkins 
Horton (Brown).... .....-..-+-s«---- MEANS & SMITH 
Refer to First National Bank here or any othe 
bank in Brown County. Notary in Ph. 
(Bheridan) ....<.....++ ececess ulthels 
Refers heridan County Bank of Hoxie. 
Hamboldt* (Allen)... ........cescseeeees A. Barber 
a " : a cease ceséeccocsossce el 
etmore* (Hodgeman).............+++++-+- . V. Lente 
Jewell (Towell) ........c0+0---- J.C. Postiethwait 
Janction * (Geary) ....0..--seeesese+s . S. Roark 
Kansas Ww 
SUTTO » ee Refer to KanaCity Kan 





-C.R. ‘MIDDLETON 
courts; notary and 


office. Refer to any bank is 


K. Mitchell 
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Charles W. Roberts 
Hogueland 
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Ashland ( y' . 
ville* a 


, ve PF Stillings 

| PS RE 

La to the —— or any County official. 

LOUISVILL 

TARNETTS ‘a Poston, "960 Fifth st. Attorneys for 

Louisville N jonal Banking Co. and German 

— rial, tie fn yh he lw 

Comme: nsurance w, 

specialties. 


ohnson 
«eeeseecees-Ohas. A. Wood 
Morganfield (Union) 
Davis Refer to any bank or business 
Mepatown’ (Butler). GUFFY & WHALIN 
town* (Butler) 
R. Prewitt 


Mount  Seogry A army t eoeccoscs 


Marray* may (Calloway dewececceccssoenes at ty ff Diuguid 


LOUISIANA. 
| my (Rapides) .. «+e0+---Leven L. Hooe 
orehouse) 


*(E Baton aa. 
t Feliciana).. 


teow jeans) 
HUBERT M. ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet st. Refers 
to H. F. Lewis & Co. (Lté.), New Orleans. 
Other references furnished if desired. 

JAMES T. & JOHN D. NIX, 127 Carondelet st. Refer 
to Louisiana National Bank. Diligence and 
satisfactory charges guaranteed in collections. 

Rayville* (Richland) Wells & Wells 
Shreveport* (Caddo) .... Leonard, Randolph & Randall 


Ashland ( A roostoo 
Refers to Geo. "4 ee Tuaige of! of Probate. 
..Oakes. Pulsifer & LS pee 


HENRY L. MITCHELL 
otary Public). Refers to First National Bank 
and Kenduskeag National Bank. 


> & Smi 
-JOHN H. McFAUL 
k in city or any county official. 
a. ««s-seeeee, O. Greenleaf 
bn B’k and Franklin Co. Sav. B’k. 
eld (Aroostook) 
Gardiner (Kennebec) 
Noulton* Wilson & Archibald 
Androscoggin) os, Pulsifer & — 
Refer to Lewiston trast & ‘Safe ao a Co. and 
First National Bank, both of Lewiston 
Livermore Falls (And ) 
The Pow = Commercial & Collectia 
G. A. Gordon, Manager. Refer to 
Falls Trust & Banking Co. 
Oldtown ra Pensbeest). «««.+.-Clarence Scott 
to Eastern Trust & Banking Co., Oldtown. 
emery (Somerset) .......... "......++----Abel Davis 
Refers to Pittatiela National Bank. 
Pittston (Kennebec) to Gardiner 
Pertland* (Cumberiand).... menaeenens ¥. Noyes 
to Gardiner 


Agency. 
\vermore 


Baco* (York)........ eeseedéec annees cocses 
Sanford ( York) 
Spumney as & for Sanford National Ban 
Skowh Somerset) 
South Paris* (Oxford). cccces cooe-- Crayton K. Brooks 
Refers to the South Paris Savings 2 .% 


MARYLAND. 
Anrapolis* (Anne Arundel) James R. Brashears 
BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 
FRANCE & BARTLETT, 21-24 Bank of Baltimore 
Bldg. References: U.S. Fidelity & Guaranty 
Co., Nat'l Bank of Baltimore, Nat'] Exchange 
Bank and First National Bank. (See advt. ) 


MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
Commercial and banking law. We pay special 
attention to collections. Notary in office. 
Members Attorne “ne 8’ National Clearing House. 
References: Fidelity & Deposit Co. and Na 
tional Exchange Bank. 


W. H. H. ym 10 Hopkins Place, Ly 
Merchan Protective Credit & Collection 
reau. Notary and amee ~~ of Deeds in 


. Robert w 

Mobray. Counsel. ers to People’s Bank, 
ey National Bank. National te ad 

Bank and Commercial & Farmers’ 
Bel Air* (Harford) 
Cam * (Dorchester) 
Chestertown* (Kent) 

eld (Som 


Hagerstown* (Washington) 

Hancock (Washin . Mason 
Refers to the 

Anne* (Somerset)........... Gordon Tull 

- Bank of Somerset County and 


& Scott 


Armsatron 
----John 


Amherst ( ) 
Ashburnham (Worcester).......... 
Athol (Worcester) R.H 
Refers to Miller's River National Bank, Athol. 


BOSTON* (Suflolk 

MOULTON, LORING & ere, 31 State st. 
to Old ‘Colony Trust 

at H. READ, eats at Law, 20 Devon- 
shire Law, ‘collections and depositions. 
ok of Deeds and Notary Public. 
Counsel for READ’S LEGAL & MERCAN- 
TILE AGENCY. Refer to Colonial National 
ao Oliver Diteon Co., Jordan, Marsh & Co. 

Boston Daily Globe. 


Brockton ( (Plymvath) 
Refers to Brockton National Bank. 
Cambridge’ (Middlesex)............ 


Chicopee (Hampd 
Attorne 


Refer 


Augustine J. Daly 
JAMES H. LOOMIS 
at Law and pouny Public. ate Ch 

..-Send to 

Edmond A. ‘Brine 


) 

Easthampton (Hampshire) 3 oke 

Fall River (Bristol) ‘SWIFT &G IME 

— and Commercial Law. Attorneys for Po- 

ational Bank, National Union Bank, Fall 

River Savings Bank and Citizens’ Savings Bank 
and other corporati 

Charles H. Blood 


Fitehburg* (Worcester) 
Foxboro (Norfolk):... +. Robert W. Carpenter 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres't Foxboro Sav. B’k. 
Gloucester (Essex) Shas. A. 
Great Barrington (Berkshire) 
Haverhill (Essex) joldthwaite 
_— (Hampden) 
hn Hildreth. Refers to Heigehe National Bank 
and Home National Bank. 
M. J. O'CONNOR. Marble Block. Best facilities for 
collections. Reference: Any bank in Holyoke. 
Lawrence* (Easex).. . Sweeney & Dow 
Lee (Berkshire) A. v Clark 
Lowell* 


kshire) 
Sgpmereial ae pee ond collections. 
Refer to Adams National 
Northampton* (Hampshire) 
Pittafield* (Berkshire) 


Refers to the Agricuitural N 


orth A (Ber' 
BEER & DOWLIN, 





a ChAS. 15, So Main st. Collections and 


References : 
& Trust Co. and Second Nat'l 
PATRICK Ki KILROY “ ye st. Refersto 
National Ban d Besse, C: ws & Co. 
JOHN ee 5 5 Elm st. Coll 
Second National 


Bank. 
D. E WEBSTER. 431 Main st. Refers to First Na- 


tional 
LOUIS F. WHITMAN, Court Sq. Theatre Bldg. Col- 
lections receive my personal attention. 
— law stenographer. Testimony, 
—- ber a an B Mepna sare | 7 

References: Ju ants e 

7s Hancock ational Boak ; 
Hon. Geo. Waldo 32 Naseen Bt ow York. 
Taunton* (Bristol, a. 


Waltham ( bows 
Watertown 


Westfield ( pden) 
Room 1, Gowdy Block. oo 
law. References: First N: 
Westminster ( Worcester 
inchester 


aoe. 


‘orcester* (Worcester) 
RICE, KING & RICE, 19 Pearl st. Practice in all 
courts. Thoroughly equip collection de- 
ent. Refer to any or business 

use in Worcester. 

WOOD & WOOD, State Mutual . All branches 
of legal work. Collections. tions. Re- 
fer to any National bank in Worcester. 


MICHIGAN. 


( 

Harbor (Berrien e 
tention given to collection: *idrough Berrien Oo Coun- 
.. Watervicit, Eau > 

vens ridgman. a 


of Calumet. 
LARSON & GALBRAITH. General law 
Collections receive promp 


Calumet and State Savings Bank, 
Columbiaville (Lapeer) 
Croswell (Sanilac) 


DETROIT* (Wayne 
WILLIAM L. TTANUARY, 4 a Block. Member 
Commercial La of America. Refers 


“yy 8 Alexander 
Gladwin* ( Se anntnanatn T. Campbell 
Gre OLTWOOD & Bi & BOLTWooD, Rooms 601-607 Michi- 
pan Trust Co. Bldg. Commercial 
= collections. to ‘ola National 

Bank of Grand 

TAGGART Fy DENISON, 1011-1015 Michigan Trust Co. 
Bidg. com- 


Refers to D. M. Osborne & Co. of Auburn, N. ¥. 
and The Wyckhoff Harv. Co. of Jamestown, N. ¥: 
Boudemar & 





Manistee* (Manistee) E. E. Benedict 
Marquette* Odarquette)...... -Chas. R. Brown & Son 
Metamora ( Send 

Midland 
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Port Huron* (St. Clair).... .... .... .... 
some OS ctttediennieiweinnnl c. c. THORINGTON 
Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 
as tH i, SeMonest say Bldg. (East Side.) Prao- 
Collections and commercial 


mary ls atgg “Thoroughly equi collec 


tion department. Refers to Second National 
Bank and Savings Bank of East Saginaw. 
Saint Joseph* (Berrien) .............. ves 





Ada* (Norman).........-..........- Calkins & Calkins 


Lea* (Freeborn) 
SOUTHERN MINNESOTA ti act 
erences: Bradstreet; any bank. Notary an 
attorney ie office. Travelling — nn = t 

attention to claims anywhere in the 





ORTHWEST 
Alden (Freeborn) ....................- 8:8 
Amboy (Blue Earth). ...............-..-- J. ¥F. Smith 
Austin* (Mower).....:........-..+..- Lyman D. 


DULUTH* (St. Louis) 

RICHARDS & CRANDALL, 514 Chamber of _ 
merce Bl Collections and commercial b 
ness. Tse rest grade references furnished on 


RICHARDSON . DAY. eggs oo Any paar 5 








TAGE) < ccccqoccncececcscceosecce . A. 
Fergus Falls Otter Tail)........ 
‘ergus Falls and First National Banks. 
Fulda (Murray) .....-......----.-----0-+-- M. E. Foley 
Glences* (McLeod) hash aaisidsbeliiinas F. R. Allen 
Lake Benton" (Lino Se W.H. 


Marshall (Lyon) ...............-.- Sew 
Refer to Lyon Gounty, National Bank and First 
of Marshall. 


nite, FEET rn & FIFIELD, 920-930 5 


ey ey a Oe 
National or any bank or jobbing house 













Peeeeer errr es 





Rosedale* (Bolivar) . 


-CHARLES SCOTT & E. H. WOODS 


to Hanover National Bank, New York, and 


Seranton 


orp bo — Bank, Memphis, Tenn. 


eaceccccccsccces Bullard & Bullard 


Wanna Shelton & 
Willies (Covington).............. J. 0. Napier 
MISSOURI. 


Alton’ (Oregon).... 
Ash Grove (Greene 
Refers t 


) 
to the Bank of Ash Grove. 
Shannon 


wosccasoveccncoceoese L. P. Nerman 
J. O. Martin 


* ( P iSbs6aeabeuebeiel Culbertson 

Hunteville* i em sabane oudeud je Hamilton 

eS The J. M ett Banking Co. of 
un’ 6. 

Independence* (Jackson) ............. Jno. N. Southern 

J City* (Cole)..........000+..... Ww Merrow 


wae eee eens eeeeee 





2 22....Gee. Hubbert 
a A. J. SMITH 


Refers eee Se Set National Bank. 


. B. Evans 
Rich Tn, Oe Geo. P. yo 
St. Joseph* (Buchanan)... .. Stauber, Crandall & Strop 


UIs. 
"F. EL Sullivan, 523 Security Building. 
* (Andrew)..........-...  Bechae & Williams 


Springleld: (Gresne).-.---... WOOWE & STEPHENSON 
Room 16, Baker Block. 
Stewartsville D enacceccaceseseeess F. Clark 
Stockton* (Cedar)..........cecsssceseee- Ira E. Barber 
beh | ADORE NM 
promptly 


NEBRASKA. 
Aimsworth* (Brown).............- A.W 


errr 


ee ee em nese eee ensene 





oe nc eeeweeeene 
eee e were nnee ae 
oeeweewnees 

eee ee nee ee eeenee 


eee enews eae eneene 


) -coccccsccoses ° 





i 


villad 
ATE: tT iltet | 


aril 


eRe meee e er neeeee 


wadesececescccesesesss Warren 


Kearaler iy 
‘ers to City. National Bank and Farmers’ 
OIIEE SEIIEEND io ccs ccenccccccvesseaes Frank P = 
( ek hhbinmbstasenancade fiend to Schoo 
Lincoln* 
BROADY & DY 8 PETTIS. Commercial law and colle. 
Refers to bia National Bank. 


prompt personal 
taries Public. Depositions carefully ¢ taken. 
Refer to the First, American Exchange mi 
Columbia National Banks. 


enccsoersocsssesce W. 
Nebraska O a < Sec 
stew t DUBIOPS) « . «es nccccccccececess ~-D. acksen 
Nelson ‘{antsiope vescavedosededaciananet poactle W. SHORT 
Twenty. 


Attorney. 


TORR eee eee eeeeeee 


five ee the ayo ra Nebraska 
Rererences Soth ae of Nelson. 





Rogers ) to Sch 
Rushville’ (Sheridan)................. J. H. amends 


Refers to Exchange Bank, Rushville, and Mare 
rick Bank, Geaek 


3 
oni eP 
: a“ on r ~ 


i ohneen) labdidie’ Sdhietaatiakaa MBC ‘Troe 
Ulysses MAGES) ccccccccccccccccescecsess e 
illlne lint sincndeasodenmaial Send to 





POeeee eee eee 


aot 
FfEE 


a. 
See fF F 


if 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
pocoeee oececesesss- Geo. W. Stone 
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——— 
(Grafton) M. D. 0, Cpicigh 
to Hon. A. W. Baker, Lebanon, N 


Santa 
Silver City* (Grant). 
Secorro* (Socorro) .. 


laifboro (Carroll) 
veeisville* (Grafton) 
NEW JERSEY. 
(Hudson) Send to wen Citv 
Park (Monmouth) WESLEY B. STOUT 
State and Federal ~ oot 


pilantic City* (Atlan 
(Hudson) 


(amden* (Camden 
JOHN G. HORNER, 111 Market st., Telephone 27 


Practices in all courts of New Jersey ; Acts ~ 
resident agent for New Jerse corporations ; 
eneral’ corporation work. otary Public. 
References : Security Trust Co., Camden, N. J. 
JOHN 0. WILSON, 211 Market st. Collectiéns made 
——- U. 8. Corporation and commercial 
ferences: Security nt Co., i 
Jersey Title & Guarantee Co ersey 
Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 
City* (Cape May) 
* (Union) 

RICHARD F. HENRY, 108 Broad street. 

CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 56 & 57 Dix Bldg. Refer- 
ences: Hon. Foster - Voorhees, Governor of 
N.J.; Hon. Chas. Fowler 
Citizens’ Bank = Firet Nat'l Bank. beth. 

KER 


, New J 


sega, rata 

RREN DIXON. 259 Washington st. Practice in 
all courts. Collections — my prompt per- 
sonal attention. Remittan 6 same 
money is received. Corvenye ° 
References: Hudson County National Bank 
and Commercial Trust Co. of New Jersey. 


very facility for 
successful handling ot collections. ference : 
Hudson County National Bank. 
DOUGLAS D. T. STORY, 66 & 68 Montgomery st. 
Collections prompt made throughout the 
State. Sol tor and Master in Chancery. Re 


ational Bank. 
Walter F. Hayhurst 


P. Fay. Counselor at Law. 
ree rants Speen eter Lo 
st., Free wa 
Branch, N.J. No pote me | 
of Deeds for New Yor at Pennsylvania. 
a cosccccescee 


(Essex) 
ser cally 160 eh 5 Fally eq equipped | FF 
collection department er my personal sup- 
ervision. References: American Surety Co., 
Newark; Essex County Nat'l Bank, “Newark. 
WALTER P. LINDSLEY, ‘Lawyers’ Bid 
tions made a as io pt HR hm 
Correspondence inv es ae nag Mer. 
chants’ Nat | Bank, ham, President 
Farmers’ Ins. Co. Sod Tad Frederic Adams. 
New Branswick* (Middlesex) R. Schenck 
Refers to National sami. and Peo 
tea Bank. 


wittiam MDGATE | toRD 

ational Bank Bldg. Collections made under | 
personal supervision. Refers to Opage Nat'l B’k 
ere (Burlington). . G. Horner 


Passaic (Passaic) Wm s Rowe 
Paterson* (Pasenioh pomsemees ¢. SEARIN ay 
Formerly paying teller of the Paterson Nat’! 
Refers to Paterson National Bank and amen 

it & Trust Co. 

& Runyon 

. A. Dennis 


(Menmovth) 
Riverton (Burlington) ohn G. Rerser 
ford (Bergen) A 
fers to Chas. Burrows, eashier People’s Bank & 
Trust Co. and ang Conkling of FT 
ie* (Somerse’ James L. Griggs 

Refers to First National Bank of Somerville. 

ton* (Mercer) 

SAMUEL C. KULP, 111 East State st. Collections 
receive my prompt personal attention. Act as 
ogee for non-resident corporations. Reference: 

renton Trust & Safe ys it Co. 

EDWIN E E. MARSHALL, 137 E st. Collections, 
corporation and commercial law. Depositions 


i arr yee ) 


onroe) 
Brocton (Chautauqua) 
Brooklyn” (Kings) 
Buffalo* (Erie) 
CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, onan 


Send to New Brunswick 
David O. Watkins 


NEW MEXICO, 


ue* (Bernalillo) . Thos. N. Wilkinson 
nion). fe ye Fy 
tant 


NEW YORK. 


7 a - BUCHANAN & LAWYER 
arles % echenan, George Lawyer), 79 Chapel 
+ References: First National Bank, National 
Exchange Bk and National Sav'gs B’k of Albany. 

M Sullivan & Burke 


Refers to Fredonia National Bank, F redonia, a Zi 
See New York City. 


Prudential Bldg, also 309 Broadway, N.Y. Ct 
Careful and conscientious attention given 
all kinds of legal business, including collections 
—~ depositions. oo to City National Bank 


d German Ban 
CLINTON & — 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
Marine Bank of Buffalo. 


mm VAN BENTHUYSEN 207M oc ney-Brisbane 

a attention given to collections, 

L.. © and cor — law. Refers to 
Niagara Bank of B 

Cambridge a Eliot B. Norton 

Can a oF meotenmeey)._-.©. W. &). C. WHEELER 


law practice. Refer to N 
Spréker Be Bank. 
fon matey agg oe -Henry M. Field 


Refers to McKechnie & Co., a — 

(Jefferson) ..............- Sy Evans 
Catekill* (Geeene) Olney & Olney 
Refer to Catskill Nat'l and Tanners’ Nat'l Banks. 
Chariette ( ) Send to Rochester 
Chatham (Columbia) 


C. E. Barrett. Refers to State B’k, Chatham,N.Y. 
McClellan & Dardess. Refer to State Bank, Chat. 


ore, N.Y. 
Chautauqua ua) i lk i Weeks 
ro er 

Refer to Jamestown National Ban 


Johnstow n* (Fulton) FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet’s and t the J x Bank. 
es fae seésos T. Hewitt 


Rewcome & & METZGER. A er law practice 
in State and Federal courts ration, in- 
surance and commercial law, epecliiitien: Col- 

~~ promptly made. 


Malone* ( ‘ 
ow 2 Wilson 


hy to the First “National Bank. 
ma (St. JOHN C. CRAPSER 
Refers to Massena Bank and First National Bank 


of Massena. 
Middletown ( Paces cassis .John C. R. Taylor 
Mount Vernon (Westcheste -- Ostrander & Cra’ 
Routers ( Dceuagnngsnneccuacsgcdl 
New Rochelle ( estchester) 
NEW = on York) 
UGH OF MANHATTAN. 
GANTZ. NeIER. & McKENNELL, 52 Broadway. Mt. 
Vernon office. Lucas Bldg Commercial and 
corporation law, adjustments of stock transac- 
tions a specialty. Practice in all State and 
Federal courts of Greater New York. New 
bey ng bore in connection. Depositions 


lay card.) 
ABRAHAM GOLDFA Practice in 


ialp (Su 

efers to South Side Bank, me 
Ithaca* (Tompkins) .... 
Jamestown ( 


v 
B 87 Nassau st. 
all be a Collections and commercial eel a 
oe; Surrogate practice. Referen 
Oriental Bank, ew York; M. Phillipe & Son, 


New York 


—Continued. 
WILLIAM E. GOWDEY, 13-21 Park Row (Park Row 
). Leng - 8 — general law practice. 


Reference: Bradstreet 

PERCY L. KLOCK, 149 Broadway. Collections, y= 
mercial law and adjustments a special 
respondence invited. References: selena 
Park a ae Sioith & Co., Flower & Co. 


and R. A it r & Sons, of New xan, 
HOWARD WeWILLIAMS, 31 Nassau st. 


Commercial 





and Manhattan Railway Co. 

POWELL & CADY (OmarPowell. Daniel L.Cady) 206 
way, N.Y.,and 67 St James PL, 

References: D. D. Whi , Pres t Hamilton 
Fire Ins. Co, N.Y. oF st é 
M. D., N.Y. City Barnier, Ca 
Brooklyn N.Y.; ny Sy scsbans (Conn.) 
attention to liti pow oy 


Ooited States courts. (See card ad eed so ) 
JAMES Cc. eo Stewart Bidg, 280 way. 
General law practice and consulting counsel. 
BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & CADY, 67 St. James Place. 
. Dudley & Cohn 
E. Gow 


( 
Penn Yan* (Yates) . 
Platte’ (Climtem) . ccccccccnscccccesst As 


P ee oe 


Rochester* (Monroe) 
en Pooke) S81 ye ey than Practice te Grey, 


in City 
oto * page to Teakens ‘Traders’ 


Rome (Oneida) penance 6 ease 
Refer to First National Bank, Rome 


Gas Light 
Rome Electric Works and Rome ‘‘Daily Sentinel. 
entens (Choe 


Spencerport (Monroe) . 
(Onondaga) 
wanda (Erie) ..... 





(Ashe) Willi 3 
Refers to Dominion paceman Bank, Bristol, Tenn. 
* (Davidson alser & Walser 


Maxton (Robesen) NORRNICIEOIS 


Refers to —_  egecaeeras N.C., or Bank of 








taken. References: Trenton Trust & Safe 
Deposit Co. and Trenton Gas & Electric Co. 


Mfrs, 24 White st. (See other references in 
display card.) 


(Iredell) 
Sutherland (Ashe) ........- ecccee 
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——— 
Whiteville‘ (Columbus) ....... Williamson & Stephens | Fostoria (Seneca)...................... T. P. Johnston | Muthall (Logan)................-.... W. AH. Hatbor 
Refer to Clerk of Court, Me 4.3 of Deets and Refers to Robbins Bros. & Co., jewelers. Newkirk* } pioecconence vesocesanecs wilson pasell 
Sheriff of Columbus County, N. C. Fremont* (Sandusky)....................- ame E. pes Norman* (Cleveland)........ .... Fisher & Henneaeey Bollids 

Williamston* + sinmuiaiapunn iascnaiiie H. W. Stubbs | Galion (Crawford)........... .......- Coul Oklahoma City* (Oklahoma) ...... Douglas & Dong 

Wilmington* (New Hanover)........... P. B. Manning a (GOA) 00000. ccccce escccs T. ES BRADBURY Orlando Pucccccncocccsnevcasenese Send to Pern 
‘Winston* (Foraythe) ...... -.Jones & Patterson to First National Bank. Special attention | Pawnee* (Pawnec)........... ........ Send to Pen tir 
to commercial and ape practice. Notary and sR RR RSet nyt Rinaldo Brom, Jenkin 
NORTH DAKOTA. stenographer in offi to Bank — Okla. Ter., and People, Jenne 
Bathgate (Pembina).............-..0+-. Burke & Vick | Greenville” (Dackeh 2.27 Geo A Ks menbesger | Ponca City (Hay) 0 secnseens seen sozee Send to Pe 
(Be Refers to Farmers’ National Bank, Second National * (Grant) ...-0+eeee- oon. Tagersall & Wea Lance 
AT rare — Refers to First National, Bank. Bank and Greenville Bank Wet, Cages = "Seueeanensss ling P. King A. 

PRADED cicanccncnsescosd ‘owner ) eencccceceee. ...-.- Belden & Fitton |  ®2*0™US (Garileld)............. Chalmers B, Wiley 

Cando" (Towner)..............- 2227. Frank D. Davis | rier ea. (Butler) «;----+e+---~ ------Belden é& Fitton 
onesconcecoess Tron’ seeeeescescvcccccecs . A. 
Tackson* ( ) wawwncnwenne ss ceennees . C. Powell O* (LANE) ....2.0eenee sees ee senees 
penne cece csaccns Jefferson* (Ashtabula)..................T. E. Hawley [ee anaten)---Thes. A. & EB. yi 
a "aD Kent pant (ertoee) ; Send to Ravenna MeMinnville* ae Rhodes & 


(Multnomah 

PIPES. & TIFFT. scctiee in Cetiae fn Untied Staten 
State Courts. Com. 
para bp me ee special atvntin tion, 
cies. Now York. Asoc 
ame mdon & Sm 

CHARLES i scunAbet, ‘615 aber of Com. 
merce B Commercial, corporation ag 
mining wy 


Balem* dom, 
Refers to Bush, Bank an 
tional Bank. Se 












. Andrew | @MOBBSE) (SA UORRGRY) . «~~ ennene 
ee eeecweececescae We 

wo eee eweeee 
eee ww eeeeaeeeeee 


“EE EEREEE EE ESS SEEE 
































) 
“pee 3 J. W. Ottawa* (Putnam 
Ashtabula (Ashtabela) G. Willard Belknap | Oviora (Baten ? 
Refers to Ashtabula Bank Co. & Farmers’ Nat.B’k. | Painesville* G. 
Ashville (Pickaway) concconececeoesees G. W. Morrison Piqua (Miam)) | 5 AR er at C. B. Jamison ‘ eevesecetecceooseseneses H. B. 
Athens“ (Athens)......................... L. A. KOONS Port Clinton* (Ottawa)................ A. Bradferd ( Doececececcccccccceses' James George 
* Pt. W .Bend toNewComerstown | **@B°SPCr® (#20negome;ry).........- 
Portamouth* (Scioto)................ .. N ; Backs)..-.........- ....-- 


* (Portage) 
E. W. Maxson. Refers 


(Harrison) . B. 
Caldwell* (Noble) D. 
p omy, ela EEE H. 









* (Stark) 

MILLER & POMERENE, Central 

Ap n =o a oe Bank Bldg. 
Gorey (Ww EE ccmsccomennectuanetin ee 

























eral commorciel ne opie. Frobate | =» Depositions taken in office. | —-—*| Commellaville (Fayette)..........---..--- 
4 CHARLES RUSSELL CLAPP, Drummond _cBlock. | Condersports (Potteris---e-secocsene 

extra charge. auy in om eons Danville (Montour)........-....-... 

Long Distance ‘Phone 1749. tion, probate — and insur Easton” (Northampton) --._-.W. 8. & wa. KiRKPATRICI 
Cireleville* ( “Ss trae CA H. A. Weldon Ws, 88 pecialty » Merchants & (Wm. 8. Attorney-General ; Mor- 
CLEVELAND * ( ) Clerks’ Bank and O Savings B'k & Trust Oo. ris Kirkpatrick, U8 Oc Commissioner), 8. W. Cor 

JOHN O. WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers to | Toronto (Jefferson)..........-...-.--..--. 5. B. Taylor Centre Square. 
Cleveland National Bank. Dhrichsville ) Send to at -++-eeeeesJobnaon & MeN! 
Os SRI re at ( © ses 
F. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Board of Trade. At- 








torney for Commercial National Bank and Ses- 
sions & Co., wep mapetacae — 


ALBERY s ne. 11946 South 





eee mere ee wenn enne 


eee ee ene eetewee eee 


W.3 mt Room 2, 2 Kane mig tt a 






+8 ure Mat ce a 
m™ e ers 
risburg Trust Co, and Dauphin Deposit Bank. 








tate, probate, and ws “pen. 
ialty. Refers to Winters National Bank. ? 
(Defiance) 





ones. Cc. 'e sien, 222 Market st. Collections sel 
First ot apt ee comaner. ial law. References. Deposit Co. and 
Benj. agg to and Merch- | Beaver* (Beaver)..........-..-.... 
y te’ National ¥ County Attorney. Refers to Starr Grocery Co. Merchants’ National Bank. 
De Graff (Logan) ............-.-.-..--- Huston & Curl Liberal, Kan. 






. KITTERA Lage ip a 9 North 34 st. Collec 
** "dong made al parte of U. 8. ag ee 
Per lvania. Refers to Meshanton’ Saat 
and t National Bank. 

H. L. Nissley, 7 North 84 st. 

Wolfe & Bailey. Refer to Harrisburg Nat’) Bank. 
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Hatboro (Montgomery) 


faselton (Luserne) 
Hollidaysburg’ 
1O* (W AYN) ..-0ne--eveccece eveees 


latown (Dauphin)......... ovsese 
tingdon* (Huntingdon) 
gakintown (Montgomery) 
Johnstown bria) 

W. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections 

distinctively. 
Lancaster” ( Lancaster) 

A. S. HERSHEY, 47Grant st. My individual atten- 
tion given to collections. Refers to Northern 
ap nn Bank, Conestoga National Bank and 

People s National Bank. 
A. F. HOSTETTER, 43 Grant st. Corporation and 
insolvency litigation. Collections. Refers to 
First Nat'l Bank, Lancaster,or any —_ in city. 
Junius B. Kaufman, 44 North Duke st 
Lansdale (Montgomery) 
Latrobe* | (Westmoreland) 
Lebano 


Lock 
Mahanoy City. 
Refers tor 


McKeesport (Al) 
Refers on Se Eve 
Meadville* (Crawford 
Media* (Delaware) 
* (Mercer)... . 
Miffinburg (Union) . 
Milton 


De Y. Lents 
W. A. APPLEGATE 


(Northumberland). . 

—~ ahela ox (Ww ashington). eee 

Refers to Alexander & Co., ma 
Nicholson, Postmaster. 

Mount Carmel (Northumberland). ......J. E 

Mount Pleasant (Wesmoreland) . N 

Nanticoke (Luzerne) 

Refers to First National Bank. 

Hew Castle" (Lawrence) ............-. 4. K. GREGORY 
Refers to the First National Bank. 

Norristown" (Montgomery) E. L. HALLMAN 
Collections and commercial 4" a People’s 
National Bank, M ney 2 Trust & Safe 
Dep. Co. of Norristown and ws kof i Reveestoce. 
City (Venango) ‘m. McNair 

ADELPHIA 
2268. 2 
660-606 


: National 
aly tc Dobson, Johan Wanamaker & City 


1£0 rw SERNHEIMER, 304-306 ne Oy Lp _ 

General law practice. 
——— law. Notary publi 
cant h FRANCISCUS Provident Bidg. Commercial 
d ration law. Collection t 


eteenete s on 


> ohns Mfg. Co.; Wm. H. Greve 
meyer i Ge; Sup pplee ware Co. and Ed 
— “of tyon, & Co. Long Distance 
one 
4.8. CASSEL, 7329 Drexel Bldg. 
mercial law and collections. to Phila 
delpbia office Conneoticut Mutual Life Ins. 
rae. 1. Suan. ; Snyder, Basectt & 


phia, etc. 

THOMAS $ “DONOHUGH, 513-514 Mutual Life Ins. 
Bldg. Corporation, commercial la d collec- 
tions under my personal supervision. Deposi- 
tions taken. eferences: The ae Estate 
Title, Insurance & Trust Co, Geo. Payne 
& Co., Dorset Mountain Marble Co., Lethon 
Soapstone Co., Hamilton Iron Works, Paxson 
& Comfort Co., all of Philadelphia. 

KELL & HAINES, 1011 Cheetaut st. (John F. Kell, 
Chas. F. Haines). References: Fidelity In- 
surance, Trust & Safe —e Co., Geo. H. 
Beardsley, Supt. Bradstreet Commonwealth 
on, Insurance & TrustCo., HiallBros. aw 

4 Lancaster Ave., all of Philadelphia. 

GEORGE W. M4RTER, Cor. 9th and Wainut sts. 

~— eauip collection t. Refer 
Title Co. and Merchants’ Trast Co. 

JOSEPH & A. REED. Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, 21 South Twelfth st. practice, 
corporation and commercial jaw, and collec- 
tions, specialties. Refers to Union Trust Co., 
Howett. Warner & Co. Dry Goods, 429 Market 


eae Diets & M carpets, 1220-2 
, tire-bricks, 23d 


streete. 

WELLINGTON i. SNYDER, Room 403, 929 Chestnut 
st. Commercial law and collections a specialty. 
Practice in all courts. oe City Trust, 

Safe De it & Ont tous 

EDWIN L. STEARNS, 929 Chestnut st Collections, 
—— 2 ition law. References: 
Comm Insurance & Trust Co. 

WAGNER ry CRAWFORD, 15 and 17 South Third at. 
Prompt attention given to claims of all kinds 
in Philadelphia and t the United 
Philadelph a Bale 
Fee vee Ae Trust & © Deposit Co. and 

ational Bank. Long Distance 'Phone. 
Philipemere (Gentes 
the First — Bank. 


Chantler, BO. (All & Cnantnghens. 


Potteville* (Schuylkill) 
Punxsutawney (J 


Renovo rm ton). 
Reynoldsville (J efterson) .-M.M 
Kiugway* (Elk).... 

Royersford (Mon 
Schwenksville ( 
Scranton’ ( Lackawanna) 


blic. Refer to 


. W. Zeigler 


Refers to any > bank at this p 
efferson) acob L. 
ers to — National and Gitianne Banks. 


( 

TAMES P, TONG. 36 N. 6th st. Collections, com- 
mane. probate and corporation law. Refers 

Keystone National Bank. 
WILLIAM RICK, 532 Court st. Collections a spec- 
= keferences: First National Bank, Read- 
¥ ood Pulley Co. andP.#.Eisenbrown&Sons. 
Send to Lock Haven 
cDonald 


Fred A. Ely 
omery).... .... Send to ott 
ontgomery).....Send to Norristown 


es 1c. BOYLE, Burr Bldg. Refers to any bank 
olesale house in the city. 
Lewis . CARTER, 7 Republican Bldg. N 
Public. General practice in all Pennsylvan 
and Federal courts. Collection department 
water best system. References: Third Nat'l 
ank and County Savings Bank, Scranton. 

sonN 8. JORDAN, Room 605 Connell! —) 8 ,ecial 
attention to collections. Refers erchants 
& Mecbanics’ Bank aud Scranton S wingsBank. 

JOHN G. McASK'E, Cc mmonwealth Bldg. Collec- 
tions and commercial law. Refers to Traders’ 
National Bank or any bank in city. 

TAYLOR & LEWIS, Commonwealth bldg. 
lections receive the best of attention. 
to Merchants & Mechanics’ Bank. 

Shenandoah (Schuylkill) 

Smethport* (McKean).... 

—— (Montgom: 

a Bethlehem (N 

bary* (Northum! 


ue. ) o 
Se and City National Banks, . 
‘amaqua ( ) Grac 

Tio: hi adeehenoncewsccansas daccds F. ec Smith 


All col- 
Refer 


Ribak seaccced Send to Norristown 
Cc > L. Fellows 


fore to First aaanas Bank and Pomeroy & 


“FELIX A ik 

FELIX ANSART, is 8S. Franklin st. Commercial 
law and li a specialty 

JOHN H. SANDE. 58 Bennett Bldg. Particular at- 
tention to collections and corporation law. 
Refers to any bank of this city. 
ALEX. C. JACKSON, 47 Bennett Bldg. References: 
People's Bank and Second National Bank. 
JOSEPH wa Refers to First National ow 
~ ve Beats and Wilkesbarre Deposit & 


JAMES - io 21 & 22 Bennett Bidg. —_ 
ities for collections. 


porta a remittances. J. A. 
Jollection department. Refers to People’ s Bank 
or Anthracite Deposit & Savings Bank. 


CANOR “a donsok. Ly for Lycoming 


Bank, West Branch National Bank, 
Savings Institution of Williamsport, W illiams- 
Railways, eee Sa 
Central ap Tele — Ce., 
— BB. Claflin Co. and B. G. Dun & 
or 


FRANK x. BORTNER, Rooms M & N Small’s Bldg. 
Collections rece:ve the best possible attention. 
Refers to Security Title & Trust Co., York, or 
First National Bank, Glenrock, Pa. 

GEORGE W. HEIGES. Collections made everywhere. 
Proceeds promptly remitted. 

John A. Hoober, Security Title & Trast Bldg 

JohnE. Kell. Refers to Drovers & Mechanics Nat.Bk. 
RHODE ISLAND. 
gee cor 
OWPOTt) .... 22 nn. - ~~ nnne Sheffield 

Feveeterers ) -nennnnnnessee-eeeed. L. Jenks 

Providence* (Providence) 

BALLOU & TOWER, Room 410, Industrial Trust Co. 

Bldg, No. 49 Westminster st. Refer to Indus 
Go Manufacturers’ Trust Co. 
tlantic National Bank 

JOSEPH d- CUNNINGHAM, 908 Banigan Bldg. 
a “< quan business promptly = 

‘ers to Union Trust Co. 

TERENCE. ™. REILLY, Banigan Bldg. Will 
yor. > ty. possible =. Re ere 
to 08 rust Co. or Narragansett 
Real Estate Co. 

WASHINGTON 8. PRESCOTT Banigan Bidg. Com- 
mercial and corporation law and co! ections. 
Refers to National Exchange Bank and Com- 
stock & Gardner. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Aiken‘ om an gE ene eee W. Groft 
wneend &0’ Bannon 


Sisseton* (Roberta) 


CHARLESTON* (Charleston) .. William 
Chester‘ (Chester) Ashbel 


Refers to Commercial Bank of Chester, and to 


Cabasabin’, fae! 
Refer to Loan 


Railroad Co. 
DAVIS, LYON & GATES. A: 
& Trust Co. and Sioux Falls 
ences: Any bank or business house in the city. 
Howard Babcock. Refers to First National Bank 
of Sisseton 


Lane & Son. Refer to Sisseton StateB’k, 
Elliott & Stilwell 


Bank. 
Wilmot (Roberts) . 
Yankton* (Yankton).................-R. "E. McDowell 


TENNESSEE. 


Brownsville* 
Butler (Johnson) . Send to 7 
oenaler to afi a tn an 


ay > wom. end third Nat 403 at Bankes 


-— neeenasente 


4 
Claiborne)....--.. .H.S8. 
; D cennsdane ..--TIPTON & MILLER 
Cotton Mills 


F. B. GOODHEART, lage 2. Depositions, 
commercial jal law, and mercantile collections 


attended to. 
Dinctasduersé «....Send to Loudon 


Punarasbtncscactessves J. E. Cassaday 


Ment ASSELBE Ri & yon Continental Nat'l Bank 
Bldg. Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


Lenoir U 
Loudon" ( 


: 
Cape bend oa 
Goececs socceee-cnnnesnaee heyy - | 

= cone 








Pittston (L 


UBOTNC) «0-22 eeeseeeese-eeeees F.C. Mosier 
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Wheling” 
Watertown (W' (NET TE ae eA 8 J. R. Smith | Waco* (MoLennan)......... .......-..-.H. P. JORDAN | Suffolk* (Nansemond)................... R. H. 1. M.G 
Refers to the Bank of Watertown co insurance and bank- | Warrenton* (Fauquier).................- J.P.J ing 
Waverly* (Humphreys).......... ...--. J. F. Shannon ruptey law, 8 ties. Practice in all the courts, | Warsaw* (Richmond).........-..---.- J. W. Chinn, Jp git 
Winchester* (Franklin)..... ...... Ollie W. Anderton ite and fe eral. Attorney for uae Ad. (Brederiok).........++ e00++--. R. E. Byrd oot 
Refers to of Winchester and B'k of Decherd. cn Martindale Mercantile Agency, Snow- | Wytheville* (Wythe)............ ...... H. M. Heuser Williamso: 
urch Co., Bradford Rhodes & Co., U: ted Com- Refer | 
mercial La Attorneys’ & Agents Associa- Rion + oacsamiaselenee 
TEXAS wae. 
tion, Eerly’s Mercantile Agency and others. a 
ee eee nd to eaceseseeeessse-.Send to Commerce Baraboo" | 
NEE LINES, O'Neal & Culberson | Woodville* (Tyler)......................0. A. Mooney Balait (Ro 
caiestphibenaihalboas Fitzhugh Thornton Boneodel | 
ao pistes seacapiie “e E. ye , Jehnewe UTAH. Refer 
Belton? (Balsa ARYHUN M, MONTEITH | Prtghams (ox Elder) ----------------- Mt Coombe v1 
Counsel for Belton National Ban | on hg & Miller Raa cod George McCormick 
and Hall & Co., Bankers Temple. Practices in Peyee” (Utah) 222. King, Burton bus 
State and Federal courts. Collections and com- | Steve. (t (Series poincehehseous ane re eas Danville 
— — specialties. Notary and steno- SaltLake* (SaltLake) Derlingt 
= tS ele ae Speer & Speer |  SOOTH, LEE & Ray, Sth floor Arerbach Blook. | ““TounG. GRAY, 408-9 Mutual Life Bldg, Commer oigeo 
Brady* (MoCulloch). «=~ ---;---F. M. Newman SHEPARD & SHEPARD, Suite 1207133 Commercial cial, cure "hektrcbane : Doster Horton Oe wa Oe 
( RSE. Eo ew. D. Wilsén Cements, tion and mining seattle ; Kounteo Bees bankers, Arnold, Con- Eau 
Brenham* (W: ) MATHIS & TEAGUE on law, -opeciat Refer to Commercial Na- stable & Co ., and Tefft, Weller & Co., New fall Riv 
A general law ice. Prom attention given K of this city. References furnished York; peCreniel: 4 & Co., bankers, and Nat Fond du 
to any business sent us. Notary | in office. Refers at any point where required. Bank of the Republic, Salt Lake, Utah. Green B 
to the First N. ONT M. D. LEEHEY, 412 st Block. Refers to First Cady 
Brownwood" (Brown) .........--- Goodwin & Grinnon VERMONT. Nat'l Bank, Seattle Nat'l Bank and any bank Job, 
Cameron* Dacbrigcshiadsesencnn ee T. S. Henderson | Alb (Grand Isle)........-...-. Send to St. Albans in Butte, Mont.; W.U. &LiberTele. Codes used. | 
burne* (Johnson)............... ....-- Otis Trulove | Barre (Washington) ................... F. S. WILLIAMS | Snohomish* (Snohomish)......... Coleman & Hat Janesvi 
Coleman* (Coleman)................ Ran & Webb Refers to any bank or business man i» the cit South Bend* (Pacific) ....... ....-.. ". Hewen & Stratton FET 
iittiV7:........ TB Loeghe I nc hose cimaat F. W. Baliwin | Reter to South Bend Banking Co. and J. H. Dalton, 
Columbus (Cateeadey ie irked George McCormick Refers to Barton ao Bank. Pere County Auditor. 
eines se eee | bee (Rutland) ...<.-.c2222------ edward 8. Marah SPOOANSON & HUNEKE, 606 to 611 Hyde Block. Com 
Refers hee & Griffith. - Brattleboro PUN snnccccenes cennsd Frank Stowe mercial real estate and probate law. Collections, 
Meters tot aaa m= lingtoe “Oni oa) ne tegen TERN uid. @ ae aa ee 
ers 0 Ss ‘urnis or write an or 
ae ‘ menu KC, anges, Briggs Block. ato Hyde Park | AMBLEN | werchant in ‘Spokane. "Anvong ot oar 
Core akane am bridge (Lamoille).............- . 
= LEW, NAGLE & BALLEW. Refer to — $9 East Fairfield ( 4 eambiia) eccodnoced Send te St. Albans LUND, terbac 4d chnson, New York: Siar, 
‘empleton, bankers, ef Corsicana. . 630-634 Mayer & Meyer, Chicago ; 
T. Ww. “LOVETT. Refers. to City National Bank of Tue Rookery | Trade, San San Franc icerchanss 
Corsicana, National Shoe & Leather Exchange ANNEX. Protective Union, Portland, Oreg. 
Baltimore, Marr Gilbert Eliott Lan Got New eeepc amg 
York City; The Mercantile Adjaster and x ALLY & AL & ALLYN, ta Allyn, ay od five. &) Jr.) 
W. Moise & Co. of St. Louis, M te oe Federal and Stave Judges ts &o, 
Panty alla) neeeeneeeeceeasenes Send to Cleburne Seta Ca thn Ca es Ka 
aa t & RHEA, References: National Bank of WEST VIRGINIA 
neo. HANEGt eas Addison* (Webster) .......... ...--- H. C. Thurmond 
— 0. HARRELL, 235 a st. Refers to the = condi eaiheatt Refers to Buch 
Decatar* (Wise)..................- Spencer & Basham hannon Bank, Sennen, o Ww. wii 
Denison (Grayson)............-...-.... IL. M. Standifer Bluefield (Mercer). -aeeees W. W. MoClau pay 
Denton* (Denton) 






Fort Worth* (Tarrant) 
ee _ MEGOWN, Roo Bouse 28 6. 9 Fowel Bite. 


uster. 
trips made to any part et the tate of 
























----Joseph Spencer, Jr. 
--Clark, Ball & Fuller 



















Seer ween eee eennne 


k Refers to the First National Bank of Bluefie 
ers e a 


m. Buckhannon* 
oe eeccccccccccees Send to Hyde Park F. C. Pifen = to the Traders’ National Bank. 
) . C. Southgate A.M. Poundstone. Commercial law and collections. 












( 
Refer to P 





Magruder (York) 5. ----.-oee0-+0:-01- B. H. 


Ni New 
ows* 
wetelh). 

A. 8. ge agg 


seme eesecees 


and commercial law. 


(Roanoke 
ee to First National and 
Roano! 





s 
oe See & Fn seen By aap Lane's Bottom (Webster)............ Send to Addison 
Federal courts. Collections given prompt attention. Martins| * (Berkeley) ...........--+-- J. M. Woods 


ar ) E. udy 

LyniMey bv eD ED bs. Qemmnercial law and collec eg may Fayette). .............- A. D. Smith, Jr. 
to ty 

io im Bank and People’ 4 Be Nat'l var Moundsvillle*  voomuged <A & Showacre 


Manassas" (Prince William) Jceumeie L. A. Larkin, Jr. ‘ 4 
Chesterfield).......... Lawrence P. Pool Bank of West V 


nia. 
RS ea REST John B. Donovan 4 wwe weenAan. Collecting fy Refers to 
to Merchants’ ia Bank of oa Va. ew Martinsvill James Hill, 4 


Commercial, collec | Par! 
law. Litigation. Refers to any TON F. ren NSON. Refers to First National 


Bank. Bo ato in State and Federal ven’ Wikia. & yim ogy Refer to the Parkersburg 
courts. Make a specialty of COMMERCIAL, National and N . 
poy enn og, and INSURANCE law. Refer to | Petersburg (Grant) ........-..... ids & Forman 


y bank in Richmond. Refer to Keyser Bank, Keyser, W. Va. 
Ww. 0. SKELTON, Chamber of Commerce Bldg. Point Pleasant* . 
Refers 
’ Exchange Bank and J. L. Williams 
Refers to 7 
DecebsScdapen -<& HAMILTON GRAVES | Ripley* (Jackson)................-.+- J. A. WOODDELL 
National Exc Refers 


to the Bank of Ripley. 
ike, also Mercantile Trust & it | Saint Marys* (Pleasants)..........-...--- A. J. Porter 
oon Baltimore. Walaviile( =. piewsocnciannl & Randolph 
Staunton oe ge ~~~ eceseasssoess 4}. Fidjume | y Meg) suvesapetn cbcannd to Addison 
Stuart* (Patrick)...............+--s<-s- Bouldin, Jr | Wayne* (Wayne)............-----s00-+- T. Graham 
Refers to Patrick County Bank. *Qofers YN gent ahaa Oe 


) 
le’s Bank of Keyser. 






wurpevoowe <aaaa SEEPEFEZ" £2 7 oPabibosbs 


Levi et, I. Rosenberg, Irvin 
B.Y¥. em, das. V Higgins, Merchants. 


Attorneys for Balto. & Ohio <> Co. 







| 

Refers. to Pulaski Loan & Trust Co. lection oe, | 

* (Henrico) stenographer in office. 1 
OFERRALL & REGESTER 1102 E. Main st., P. O. a> mick & 35 = Th. a stenogra to Pochescber Ne 
Box 348. 1 for American National ational and Second Nat’) ks. 


& | Ravenswood (Jackson)................ W. C, PRICKITT 
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ree a evcccecce 


Hae ARVIN. foetal a attention given to 
corporations the laws of West Vir- 
ng cd careful ‘attention given 


-seeees W. M. Workman 


pre of Williamson 


WISCONSIN. rail ies 
Victoria* 


" Hofer to the Citisens’ National Bank. 
. 2 ©. Soe Refe:s to Green Bay 


Janesville’ (Rock) 
FETHERS (0. H. )» JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (M. 
O.), 10 Wes wau) Attorneys for 
First Na Mechanics’ 


& 
Savings Banks. All notaries. earl 


tion d Oalgary* (Alberta Ter.).............. 
Edmonton (Alberta Ter.).......... 


——- (Cumber 


Milwaukee) 
A. BURTON, 107 Wisconsin st. Commercial 
“ia and and collections. Refers to Marshall & 
ey 
New London (Wong 
Refers to First 


.. Francis X. Morrow 
Oshkosh* (Winn ebago) 
ye ye 118 Main st. 


“Sen 
Stevens’ Point* (Portage) . ~.. Raymond, Owen & Frost 
§un Prairie (Dane) Send to Columbus 




















mercial, corporation and mining law. Refers to 
First National E Bank of Rawlins or any bank in 
State of Wyoming. 

* (Sweetwater) ...G. W. Shutter- go 
Refers Mercantile Adjuster of St. Louis, M 
and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas City, Mo. 


« seeeee+ee0e-Melvin Nicho! 


PORTO RICO. 


8AN JUAN 
A, a oon, Member of Bar of U. 8. Supreme 
Refers to any bank in Orlando or 


io. Fla. 


PHILLIPPINE ISLANDS 


“BROOKS, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice in al 
rts and Departments in the — nheh ond i 

lan oe the by ona States, in | Re . 
nish without Interpreters. Calle ) 
Anloague. Refers to Nat'l Bank of Nevada, 
San Francisco, California, U. 8. A. Commis- 
sioner, Notary Public and Stenographer in 
office. (See card.) 


CANADA. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA. 
Send 


Sandon ( y) 
iy City Cosy eccccccsce cccece Send to Nelson 


Refers to Im of Canada. 
ewitixstetupeal Bagh gt Cusine 


8t. Johns (St. Johns) 


rh 


Trail (Koote: ms to Nelson 


MANITOBA. 
Gein. amsusduats 


NEW BRUNSWICK. 
. SLIPP 
The Peo- 


» A. B. Connell 
of Nova Scotia and People's Bank 
NEW FOUNDLAND. 


NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 

..W. L. Bernard 

Taylor & Boyle 

Di Gesssodacd Haultain & Robson 

itewood (Assiniboia Ter.).. 

NOV SCOTIA. 
ees 


eee -H. 
* (Annapolis) . oaneugucenes L J. Ri 
oad » pears 


Send to Lunenburg 

HALIFAX* ( ) 

Sorte, Ritchie & Chisholm. Attorneys for Bank 

of Nova Scotia. 

HARRIS, HENRY & CAHAN. (Richard C. Weldon, 

D.C.L., Ph.D., Q. sel ; 

the Im 

and so 

Banks of Commerc 

admiralty practice; notaries. 
Lunenburg* (Lunen 
8. A. Chesley. 

which I am local solici 
Mahone Bay ee 


New Glasgow (Picton 
Refer to Bank of = Scotia. 


, Jennison & 


( 
South Brookfield* (Queens 
8 Cum 


of Yarmou 
ONTARIO. 


oe 
Ottawa ( 
tors, etc. Sua e Court 


Notaries, etc. 
Deering Harvester Co., Chicago. 
Seaforth (Huron 


uron) 
St. Catharines* (Lincoln)............. 
sos. & ork) 
1. CLARK, Traders Bank Building. 
Pee be a Refers to A. E. 
n of Ontario, Toronte. 


law, Q. P ones Kappele, James 
James Bain, Charles Kappele.) 
Bank Bidg. Solicitors for Im 


Canada. 
WEVILLE & BELL, (R. &. Neville, C. 
18 & 20 King st., Wes’ 


ly 


; Merchants’ Legal A ssociati 
International Collection Association, 


News Union, American Newspa; 

Association, — Mining Co. and 
Windsor" ‘nes 

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 


ers to ame Banking Co. of 
Send to Lunenburg 
Graham 


Parrsboro (Cambeciand) Mickaed esbannenawes C. 8. Muir 
Crofton U. McLeod 
Send to Amherst, N. 8. 


.” Refers to Bank of Yarmouth 


-Francis 
ennent, McDonagh & Coleridge 


MecCRAKEN, HENDERSON A McGIVERIN. Barris- 
ict: Court and De 
Ry Agents. Refer to Bank of Ottawa. 
McLAURIN & MILLAR (G. McLaurin, LL.B.; Hal 
d Millar), 19 st. Barristers, Solicitors, 
erences: Bank of Ottawa; 


‘Fiummer 


LAIDLAW. yeKAPPELE & P eicKweLt, (William Laid- 


N.Y; 
estern 
ot ee 


) QUEBEC. 


Danville aie) aerhantngneagnabceadnin L. Joubers 
Refers TownshipsB’k at Qua. 
MONTRE ation Gr Abbott 


AL” (Montreal).. 
Quebec* (Quebec Dist.) ..... Caron, Pentland & Stuar; 


MEXICO. 


MEXICO Aanawonte & 
oa, 6. &, 3. F. Agramonte, 
F. Austin E.) P.O. Box 940. 


NCLAND. 


1 New Inn 
4 Moree Passage (opp: Law Courts) Carey st 


FRANCE. 


Law 
ee, price free. Baker, V: 
peblahern Now Fork; Stevens & 


JAPAN. 


YOKO. 


GEORGE H. SCIDMORE, Counsellor at Law. 


RELIEF AT LAST! 
ANew Tumed-up Point Pen, 


= ESTERBRUO'S 


FLYER, No. 531. 








Writes Especially Smooth and Easy. 
CAN’T SCRATCH. 
A MIRACLE OF DELIGHT. 


This is as different in its act- 
ion from pens used forty years 
ago as light is from darkness— 
when once used it will be al- 


ways used, 


No one can afford to be with 
out this luxury. 


ins Price, $1.00 per Gross. 


Bell), 
Barristers, Beitotter’ 
Notaries Public, Nn AP a for Ontario, 
ebec and Manitoba ; Canadian Solicitors for 
ablishers Commercial Union, New York & 
Chicago 


Including Postage. 


If your stationer cannot furn- 
ish them, write direct to 


THE ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN CO. 








Charlottetown* a wel Seecnceces .Fred W. L. Moore 
Summerside* (Prince) ‘ John H. Bell 


26 John Siree!, New York. 
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OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS 


LLL LLG www 
prescribing curtain dutice te be performed ty; foreig? 
which contemplate business in suc 

es for non-com 


fein 

tt 
: i 
Here 
il 
ee 


: 
E 
i 
| 
; 


: 


a 
| 
F 
ily 
i 
i 


Alabama—Gunter& Gunter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 


(| 


600 Garrison ave., For 


ong He eva Sse. Ma 

an; James 

and County Attorney), 
Francisco. 


Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 
Smith. 


rere | 


ex-Ci' 
407-8-9 Parrott "Building 


ANE 


Connecticut— Chas. Kleiner, 309-310 Exchange Bldg 
New Haven. 


Delaware— 
Florida—William Fisher, 204% South Palafox st., 
Pensacola. 


Idaho— 
Tilinois— 


Indiana— Morris, Newberger & Curtis, Commercial 
Building, Indianapolis. 


Iowa— 
Kansas— 
Kentucky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis 


Louisiana— 
Maine— 


HODSON & HODSON, 6 Lexington street. 

Rng nary 

Massachusette— 

Michigan— 

Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lum 
ber Exchange, Minneapolis. 

Mississippi— 

Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg 
Kansas City. 
N 
New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 
New Mexico— 


New a COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
street, New York. 

New York — cesar _ BENTHUYSEN, 
Mooney-Brisbane Bldg, B 


North Carolina— 

North Dakota—Tracy R. Bangs. Grand Forks. 

Ohio— William T. McClure. King Bldg, Columbus 

Oregon— PIPES & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com 
merce, Portland. 


Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 
Rhode Island— 

South Carolina— 

South Dakota— 

Tennessee— 

Texas— 

Utah— 

Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier 


Ww 


ashi: gton— 
West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 
‘Wisconsin— Chas. H. Hamilton, CityHall, Milwaukee 
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Reliable 


LPL 


CONNECTICUT. _ 


GEO. W. CAREY, 


Of Hawley & Carey. 
24 Sanford Bldg, BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 


COMMERCIAL, PROBATE AND CORPORA T10N 
LAW A SPECIALTY. 
All matters g ven prompt vigorous attentio_ 


Raterenees + Oanpacttons Wes, Bank ; Marsh, Merw.a & 
Lemmon, Bankers, Bridgeport, C 


NEWBERRY, ELLSWORTH & 
Ernest B Eineond of GOODMAN, 


50 aubeas ra HARTFORD, CONN. 
First National Bank Building, (Rooms 73 to 75.) 
Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


ection Department giving p: om) and careful attention 
Depositions taken ae Peebontex W W. Futur, Notary 


Public, (Room 11), 756 
References :—H National Bank; John M. Tegier, 
Vice-Presiden § Veaneciions Mutual hike’ Insuran 
+ it Co.; Firat N joual Bank: 


Attorneys. 


LL SILI IN 





Connecticut Trust & Saf: 
ail of Hartford, and Baird & srnen, ites) Estate, Chicage. 


FREDERICK G. EBERLE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
(Formerly Prosecuting Attorney.) 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 


$13 Main &t. (Op.City Hall) HARTFORD, CONN, 





: REFERENCES BY REQUEST. 
E. 4. MERRIMAN, 


Attorney at Law, 





General Law Practicc. MERIDEN, CONN. 


J Home National Bank, Meriden. 
References | Meriden Savings Bank, Meriden. 


WM. J. COUGHLIN, Jr., 


Attorney at Law, 





MIDDLETOWN, - CONNECTICUT. 





Collections and Commercia) Law a Specialty. 


B. F. GAFFNEY, 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 
Ne. 338 Main St,, NAW BRITAIN; CONN. 
Rooms 2 and 4 Stanley Building. 


. § Mechanics’ National Bank. 
References: | New Britain National Bank. 


SAMUEL E. HOYT, 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY MADE. 
42 Church Street, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 











References : — First National Bank, New Haven; 
Haven County Nat. Bank, New Haven. 


Send New Haven Collections 
lo 
WALTER POND, 
Lawyer, 


New 





69 Church Street, NEW HAVEN, CONN. 


HOMER H. SHEPARD, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Glebe Building, 





NEW HAVEN, CONN. 


Commercial Law and Collections a Specialty. 


ee 
——— 


MICHAEL T. DOWNES, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


WALLINGFORD. CONN, 
---PROSECUTING ATTORNEY FOR CI71Y.... 
a. of facilities for prosecuting claims in ail sections of 
tl 


es :—First National Ly Dime Savi 
Jedes tie Hubbard, Ex-Secretary 0 { State. Rete 


FrREDERICK PEA SLEY, 


Attorney at Law, 


31 and 32 Post Office Building, 
WATERBURY, CONN. 





General Law Practice in State and Federal Courts, 
Commercial Law and Bankruptcy Practice a Specialty. 


—<—_. 





DELAWARE. ; 
WILLIAM S. PRICKE TT, 


Attorney at Law, 


2S EQUITABLE BUILDING, 
Market Street, WILMINGTON, DEL, 
Peferences :—Equitable Guarantee & Trust Co.; 
National Bank ; 





Union 
Wm.B Sharp &Co.; Chas. Warner Co 


WILLIAM F. SMALLEY, 


Attorney at Law, 
EQUITABLE BUILDING, 
9th and Market &ts., WILMISGTON, DEL 


Delaware Charters Secured. 
Agent for Non-Residents and Corporations. 
Reference :—National Bank of Delaware. 











ILLINOIS. 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 

Fleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO, 
Cor. Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Cerperatien and Commercial Law and Cel- 
lections a Speciality. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 188 Security Bldg, 188 Madison s. 











—— 





MARYLAND. 


YRANCE & BARTLETT, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


21 te 24 Bank of Baltimore Building. 
Joseph C. France. J. Kemp Bartlett, Jr. 


—U.8. Pusetiy f & buy RAR ; National 
Banke of ‘Of Baltimore ; Natio 
Bank ; Smith, Dix 


First Na- 
tional =f Sy Baltimore and American 
Tobacco Co. Continental Wal 1 Paper Co. ; Mutual Mes 
cantile Agency, New York. 


Attorneys for Shriver, Bartlett & Co., Collections. 














MASSACHUSETTS. 


M. J. O'CONNOR, 





Counselor at Law, 


MARBLE BLOCK, HOLYOKE, MASS. 


Refers nce :—Any National Bank in City. 
NOTARY 


CHAS. E. HOAG, “posit. 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 
Long Distance Telephone, Spr ngfield 845-3. 


Reser $08 o Springfield Safe, Deposit Second 
ri Chicopee N. wea ity Nationa 


ther bank, business house. 
enka tor the Title, Research & Credit Co. ; Notary in the 











ocoowz 








































igete & SI Ile 


Guin ' 


tn a 
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S3 


. 





—_— 





MASSACHUSETTS, conrinuen, 


JOHN McKEAN, 


Counselor at Law 





SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


Lone Distance TELEPAONS, 291-14. 


pours FREDERICK WHITMAN 





Counselor at Law, 
Court Square Theatre Building. 


SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 


ED WARD J. TIERNEY, 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 





Room 1, Gowdy Bleck, WESTFIELD, MASS. 


References :—First National Bank, Westfield, Mass. ; 
Any business ho se or bank. 


RICE, KING & RICE, 
Counselors at Law, 
19 Pearl Street, _ WORCESTER, MASS. 
Practice in Stat and U nitea St States Courts 
No aries ; Type- Write s in Office; Depositions Take . 
at Litigation : Insurance, Corporation aod Rail- 


Probat> and insolve: cv Cases. Trusts and Titles. 
Collection Department Thoroughly Equipped for Prompt 


Refer to any Baak or Business House tn Worcester. 
MISSISSIPPI, 

SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 

Attorneys at Law, 

ROSEDALE, Bolivar Ce. MISSISSIPPI. 














(AAS. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Hmover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Coart Judges of Mississippi 





J NEW J E RSE Y. ae": 
JOHN G. HORNER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


111 Market Street, CAMDENS, N. J. 
Telephone, 274. 


Practices in all Courte of New Jers y: Acts as resi-«- 
dent agent fer New Jersey Corporations ; 
General Corporation Werk ; Notary Public. 

Reference :—Security Trust Co., Camden N. J. 


JOHN 0. WILSON, 


Counselor at Law, 
Long Distance Telephone, “ No. 384 A.” 
211 Market Street, CAMDEN, N. J. 


Collections, Corporation and Commercial Law. 


aA as sequensntative of Non-Resident New Jersey Cor- 
poratio’ 


Reterences Security Trust Co,; West Jerse 
Guarantee Co. ; New Jersey Trust & Safe Deposit 


CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 
Rooms 56 and 57 Dix Building. 
208 and 210 Broad * treet, 
ELIZABETH, WN.J. 


Collections 


HOUGLAS D. T. STORY, 


Attorney at Law, 
SOLICITOR AND MASTER IN CHANCERY. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
6610 6S Montaomery St., JERSEY CITY, 8.3 





a «& 
Lo. 











DENNIS B. RYAN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1 Mentgomery Street, _JERSEY CITY, N. J. 


Commissioner for. State of New York. 
Master in Chancery. 
Notary Public. 


Collections made in all parts of New Jersey. 
Reference :—Any bank in Jersey City. 


JOHN J. HOPPIN, 
Attorney and Coun:elor at Law, 





160 Market Street, NEWARK, *.J. 


COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY ATTENDED TO. 


merican Surety Co., Newark. 
} amex County ‘ational Bank, Newark. 
Skipper & Ten Eyck, Attorneys, Newark. 





WALTER P. LINDSLEY, 


Attorney at / aw, 
Lawyers’ Building, 164 Market Street, 
NEWARK, N. J. 
Collections. 

NOTARY. 
{ Merchants’ National Bank, Newark. 


References «< D. H. Pres. Firemen’sins. Co.,New’k 
dg Judge Frederic Adams, Newark. 


WARREN DIXON, 


Counselor at Law. 
Davidsen Building, 259 Washington Street. 
TELEPHONE: 1% Jzenszy. JERSEY CITY, N.J. 
PRACTICE IN ALL THE COURTS. 
COLLECTIONS RECEIVE M MYF PERSONAL ATTENTION 


References :— Hudson County } National Bank ; Commer- 
cial Trust Co. of New Jersey. 


l ILLIAM ADGATE LORD, 








Attorney at Law, 


National Bank Building, ORANGE, ®. J. 


Reference :—Orange Nationa! Bank. 


E:RWIN E. MARSHALL, 


Counselor at Law, 





137 East State f treet, TRENTO ,N.J. 


References :—Trenton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. ; 
ton Gas & Ele tric Co. 


SAMUEL C. KULP, 


Attorney at Law, 
SULICITOR IN CHANCERY. 

REAL ESTATE LAW. COLLECTIONS. 
111 E. State Street, TRENTON, N. J. 
Act as Agent for Non-Resident Corporations. 

Reference :—Trenton Trust & Safe Deposit Co. 


Tren 











NEW YORK. 
Telephone 379 Cortland. 


BRAHAM GOLDFARB, 


At.orney and Counselor at Law, 


S87 Nassau Si reet 
Manhattan Borough. 





NEW YORK. 
References :—Oriental Bank 

307-309 East 59th 5 

M. —_ yA Son, 8 

J. Cobn Cloak Manufacturers, 101 Bleecker Street: 

All of New Pork City. Surrogates Practice a Specialty. 


M. Bowsky, Fur 





CHARLES EVERETT NEIER. 
THOMAS ABBOTT MCKENNELL. 
WILLIAM 0. GANTZ. 


TELEPHONE, 2355 Broap 


WILLIAM C. MAINS. 


ANTZ, NEIER & McKENNELL 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


53 BROADWAY, NEW YORK. 
Mt. Vernon Office: Lacas Building. 





National Bank, Jersey City. 
References : 4G Gilson, fison, Collins & Co. Lamber, Jersey City, 


ERCY L KLOCA4, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
-149 Breadway, NEW YORK. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. 
NOTARY IN OFFICE 


214 Broadway: 


References :—Nat. Park Edward 
Smith & Co., Manuf: Flower & Co., 
& Brosdw Bankers, 


way Heya. Lancaster & S00, 
10 Wall 


POWELL & CADY, 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
306 Broadway, NEW YORK. 
67 St. James Place, Brooklyn, N.Y. City. 


Practice in State and Federal Courts. 


WILLIAM E£. GOWDEY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


13-21 Park Row, 
PARK ROW BUILDING, 
PHONE : 3681 CORTLAND. 











PEW YORE. 
Notary. 


COLLECTIONS AND GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 





PENNSYLVANIA. 


W. S. SYKES, 


Attorney at Law, 
CHESTER, - - -+- PENNSYLVANIA. 


Collections and Commercial Litigation my 
Specialty. 


References: — Chester National Bank and First Nationai 


S. S. RUPP. 
Attorney at Law, 








331 Market Street, HARRISBURG, PA. 


Reference :—Harrisburg Trust Co.; Dauphin Deposit 





CHARLES C. STROH, 
Attorney at Law, 


Collections and Commercial Law, 


Trust Company Building, 
222 Market Street, HARRISBURG, PA. 
References :— mwarantee Trust & Safe 


Commonwealth Guaran 
Deposit Co.; Merchants’ National Bank; Any bank or 
Trust Co. of City. 


7. KITTERA VANDYKE 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Ne. 9 North Third St... HARRISBURG, PA. 


Practice in the State Departments a specialty. Resident. 


goes nae Corporations doing business in Pa. 
freterences :—Mechanies Bank ; First National Bank. 


A. F. HOSTETTER, 
Corporation and Insolvency Law, 
COLLECTIONS. 

43 Grant Street, LANCASTER, PA. 





References :—First National Bank of Lancaster, or any 
bank in the City of Lancaster. 


A. S. HERSHEY, 
Attorney at Law, 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
47 Grant Street, Law Building, 
Opposite Court House, LANCASTER, PA 








Reference : Knickerbocker Trust Co.; Eaton & Mains, N.Y 


Reference:—Northern Nationa: Bank Conestoga Na. 
tional Bank ; People’s National Bank; Of Lancaster, Pa. 
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NOW READY! 


ZANE ON BANKS AND BANKING 


By JOHN M. ZANE of the Chicago Bur. 


A new work upon the subject of Banking Law is greatly needed by the profession. 





The decisions upon various phases of the lay 


regard to National Banks as well as State Banke, have been greatly multiplied in the last ten years. This book shows the results of 
adjudications in all the decisions up to the present time. 

The Right of Private Banking, now assuming a position of interest owing to constitutional restriction, the 
upon Unauthorized Banking and Unlawful Banking Acts, Notice to a Bank through its officers, and especially where the 
has an interest antagon‘stic to the bank, Liability of Stockholders, especially of National Banks, to creditors, I’rosecution, 
Bank Officers for Crimes, especially officers of National Banks, such as receiving deposits or making false returns, Liability of 
upon Trust Funds, and Liability of Third Parties to the Bank for moneys taken by officers, are of special interest. 

It will be found that no space has been wasted by quoting from opinions or by uselessly verbose discussions, but that no q 
has been om tted by reason of the fact that the book has been put into one volume. 

One Large Volume, obout 850 pages, price $6.00 net ; or $6.30 delivered, 


T.H. FLOOD & CO., Publishers, {79 Monroe 


Street, CHICAGO, IL 








PENNSYLVANIA, conrTinueo. 


E.. L. HALLMAN, 


Aitorney at Law, 
NORRISTOWN, PA. 
BEST FACILITIES FOR THE PROMPT HANDLING 


LLECTIONS IN THIS 
ADJOINING TOWNS. 


References : rer 8 National Bank, The Montgomery 
Insurance, Trust & Safe Dep. Co., Nat’i Bank of Royersfo: 


GEORGE W. MARTER, 
Attorney at Law, 


y. W. Corner Ninth and Walnut Streets, (first floor) 
PH LADELrBia. 


134 South Ninth Street. 
Entrances {ws Walnut Street. 








References :—Land & Title Co. Co. and Merchants’ Trust Co. 


ED WIN T. STEARNS, 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS. COMMERCIAL LAW. 
CORPORATION LAW. 
929 Chestnut St., _PBILADELPHIA, PA. 


oer wiits :—Commonweaith Title Insurance & Trust 


William Whi uare, Phila. ; 
0, oN N. Toth Street, horn 


John Borden & Bro., 
L£O. G. BERNHEIMER, 
Attorney at Law, 
304-306 City Trust Building, 
PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
Collections receive my prompt persona attention 
Remittances made day claim Is paid 


All mattera reported on _— tly 
References on application " 


KELL & HAINES, 
Attorneys at Law, 


JOHN F. KELL. CHAS. F. HAINES. 
1011 Chestnut St.. PHILADELPHIA, PA. 


Pie yg :—Fidelity Insurance, Trust & Safe Deposit 
;Geo H. Beardsley’ Sup” t Bradstreet’s ; Commonwealth 
Titie Insurance & Trust Co. — Wood, 54 and 
Lancaster Ave., all of Philadelphia 


THOS. S. DONOHUGH, 


Attorney ai Law, 
518-514 MUTUAL LIFE INSURANCE BUILDING, 
1001 Chestnut St.. PHILADELPSIA, PA. 


Collections receive prompt ipt personal attention. 
References :—The Title Insurance & Trust 
1 See 2. See 9 & Go.; Dorset Mountain ble Co. ; 
Lafayette Soap e Co. ; Hamilton Iron Works; Paxson 
& Comfort Co. of? Philadel hia. 


|VJZZZING 7ON J. SNYDER, 
Attorney at Lew, 


Room 403. Telephone, “ No. 3 55-42-A.” 
929 Chestnut Street, PHILADELPHIA, PA. 
Collections promptly attended to. 
:—City Trust, Safe e Deposit & yn! Co.; P.- 


Pa Sons, 3433 Woodland A Lo 
eas ns, ve. ; uis Somm 1245 
Marlborough Bt. ag 

















JAMES P. LONG, 


Attorney at Law, 


36 North 6th Street, READING, PA. 


COLLECTIONS, COMMERCIAL. PROBATE 
AND CORPORATION LAW. 


Refers to Keystone National Bank. 


WILLIAM RICK, 


Attorney at Law, 


53:2 Court Street, READING, PA. 
COLLECTIONS A SPECIALTY. 


References :—First National Bank, Reading Wood Pulley 
Co. and P. F. Eisenbrown & Sons 





ALEX. C. JACKSON, 
Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW, 
47 Bennett Building, WILKESBARRE, P 


Keferences : —People’ 8 Bank and Second National 


JAMES R. SCOUTON, 
' Att al Law, 

sna POPE BERT NL 
Omjse 2 LS cvs Hen mest Bulldjas (994 


prompt my PA. 


Referenc*s:—Any mercantile house or bank of cli 4. 
M. M. Kirkendall ry Son, Wholesale ; eangevess, FS A 
, People’s Bank, Anthracite Dep. & Savin ’ 








LEWIS B. CARTER, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


No. 7 Republican Bldg, SCRANTON, PA. 


Notary Public. General practice in all Pennsylvania and 
Federal Courts. Collection Department under best system. 


References :—Third National Bank and County Savings 
Bank, Scranton. 


JOHN B. JORDAN, 
Attorney at Law, 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Room 605 Connell Bidg, SCRANTON, PA. 





Refers to pecoehonte & Mechanics’ Bank and Scranton 
Savings Bank 


JOHN G MCcASKIE, 


Attorney at Law, 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
SCRANTON, PA. 





Commonwealth Building, 


Ref. rence :—Traders’ National Bank. 


TAYLOR & LEWIS, 
Attorneys at Law, 


Commonwealth Bidg, SCRANTON, PA. 
COLLECTIONS RECEIVE OUR PROMPT 
PERSONAL ATTENTION. 





Refer to Merchants & Mechanics’ Bank. 


JOHN H. DANDO, 
Attorney at Law, 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
53 Bennett Building, WILKESBARRE, PA, 


Ref -renc -#:—Any ban‘ in city. 








JFrRANK M. BORTNER, 


Attorney at Law, 
Reoms M and N Small’s Bldg, 
Local and Long Dist Teleph 


References Security Title & Trust Co. 
Bank, Glenrock, Pa.; 
burg, Pa. 


YORK, 





; First 
Dilisburg Nationa) Bank, 








RHODE ISLAND. 
JOS. J. CUNNINGHAM, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
NOTARY PUBLIC. 
9098 Banigan Bldg, PROVIDENCE, &. 
Telephone 2175 


Refers to Union Trust Co. ; 
sale Teas and Coffee. 


TERENCE M. OREILLY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
YOUR COLLECTIONS SOLICITED. 
918 Banigan Building, 
10 Weybosset Street, PROVIDENCE, BL 


Retqvences : 8. I. Hospital Trust Co. and Narragansett 


‘//4SHINGTON R. PRESCOT, 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


COLLECTIONS. 
County Attorney of Knoz County. 
City Solicttor of the City of Rockland, Mame. 


Banigan Bldg, PROVIDENCE, Bb 





Lyons, Delaney Co., 








Reference :— H. Jackson ; 


Frank 
Comstock & Gardner. 


PATE 


Nat. Exchange B . 

















